
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service” 

 
900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE 

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA  91803-1331 
Telephone: (626) 458-5100 

www.ladpw.org 
 
 
 
 

 

ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.O. BOX 1460 

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460 

IN REPLY PLEASE 

REFER TO FILE:    PJ-1 
 
 
 
June 23, 2005 
 
 
 
The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Los Angeles 
383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration 
500 West Temple Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Dear Supervisors: 
 
STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK 
PHASE II GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/ 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET 
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960 
SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 5 
3 VOTES 
 
JOINT RECOMMENDATION WITH THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER AND 
THE DIRECTORS OF PARKS AND RECREATION AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION THAT YOUR BOARD: 
 

1. Approve the Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(Enclosure B) for the Stephen Sorensen County Park General Improvements 
project together with the comments received during the public review process, 
find that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment, and 
that the Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects 
the independent judgment of the County. 
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2. Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (Section 4 of 
Enclosure B) to ensure compliance with the project conditions as contained in 
the Mitigated Negative Declaration and to mitigate or avoid environmental 
effects. 

 
3. Find that Environmental Construction, Inc., is the apparent lowest responsive 

and responsible bidder, and award a construction contract to Environmental 
Construction in the amount of $2,681,837 for the Stephen Sorensen County 
Park Phase II General Improvements project, funded by the Safe 
Neighborhood Parks Proposition of 1996, State Proposition 12 Roberti-
Z’Berg-Harris Grant funds, an Asset Development Implementation Fund 
Loan, Landscape and Lighting Act District Zone 45 funds, and net County 
cost, subject to the satisfactory and timely completion by the contractor of a 
baseline construction schedule for the project and receipt by Public Works of 
acceptable and approved Faithful Performance, Labor and Materials Bonds, 
and insurance certificates filed by the contractor. 

 
4. Delegate to the Acting Director of Public Works the authority to determine, in 

accordance with the applicable contract and bid documents, whether the 
contractor has satisfied the above conditions for contract award, authorize the 
Acting Director to execute the construction contract in the form previously 
approved by County Counsel with Environmental Construction, and establish 
the effective contract date. 

 
5. Approve a total revised project budget of $4,467,000 for the Stephen 

Sorensen County Park Phase II General Improvements project as detailed in 
Enclosure A. 

 
6. Approve and authorize the Director of Parks and Recreation to sign the 

enclosed Implementation Agreement (Enclosure E) with the Desert Tortoise 
Preserve Committee, Inc., for the acquisition, enhancement, and long-term 
management of 3 acres of Mohave Ground Squirrel habitat to comply with the 
requirements of the 2081 California Endangered Species Act Incidental Take 
Permit to be issued by the California Department of Fish and Game for the 
project at a cost not to exceed $9,097 to be funded from the project budget.  
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PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Approval of the recommended actions will allow Public Works to proceed with 
construction of the Stephen Sorensen County Park Phase II General Improvements 
project. 
 
On March 1, 2005, your Board adopted the plans and specifications and authorized 
advertising for construction bids for the Phase II General Improvements.  On April 26, 
2005, seven bids were received.  Environmental Construction, with a bid of $2,685,337, 
is the apparent lowest responsive and responsible bidder.  The bid received from 
Environmental Construction is $491,315 below Public Works' fair construction cost 
estimate amount of $3,176,652.  Therefore, we are recommending that your Board 
award the contract to Environmental Construction subject to the satisfactory and timely 
completion by the contractor of a baseline construction schedule for the project and 
receipt by Public Works of acceptable and approved Faithful Performance, Labor and 
Materials Bonds, and insurance certificates filed by the contractor.  The bid results are 
summarized in Enclosure C. 
 
The Phase II project consists of constructing two lighted basketball courts, a lighted 
general purpose/soccer field, a lighted ball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and 
dugouts, a concrete walkway, a parking lot, landscaping and irrigation improvements, 
and fencing.  
 
The enclosed Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared 
in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and the National 
Environmental Policy Act and includes the second phase park development along with 
the proposed future community building, which is partially funded by Community 
Development Block Grant funds. 
 
Because the project involves developing property that could be a potential habitat for 
the Mojave Ground Squirrel, we must obtain a California Endangered Species Act 
Incidental Take Permit from Fish and Game.  In order to satisfy the conditions of the 
permit, we recommend approval of the enclosed implementation agreement, which 
provides for the Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, Inc., to acquire, enhance, and 
manage 3 acres of Mojave Ground Squirrel habitat at a cost not to exceed $9,097. 
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Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals 
 
These actions are consistent with the County's Strategic Plan Goals of Fiscal 
Responsibility, Children and Families' Well-Being, and Community Services as the 
project is an investment in public infrastructure and will provide enhanced recreational 
opportunities that will assure good health, education and workforce readiness, and 
social and emotional well-being for children and families in the unincorporated area of 
Lake Los Angeles. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING
 
The recommended construction contract with Environmental Construction is for 
$2,681,837.  In addition, $402,800 (15 percent of the contract amount) has been 
allocated for change orders in the construction budget. 
 
The total project cost, including land acquisition, plans and specifications, plan check, 
construction, youth employment, equipment/utility connection fees, consultant services, 
miscellaneous expenditures, and County services is currently estimated at $4,467,000, 
which is $1,657,583 more than the previously approved project budget.  The increase 
includes an additional $66,097 for land acquisition costs; $837,837 to award the 
construction contract based on the bid received; $218,050 for additional change order 
contingency to mitigate unforeseen site conditions; $7,365 for implementation of the 
youth employment program; $90,000 for utility service connection fees; $349,812 for 
consultant services to implement the environmental mitigation measures included in the 
Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration; and $88,422 for County 
Services associated with management, plan check activities, permits, and coordination 
of the environmental mitigation measures during construction. 
 
The total project cost of $4,467,000 is funded from the Safe Neighborhood Parks 
Proposition of 1996 ($175,000), a State Proposition 12 Roberti-Z’Berg-Harris Grant 
($267,000), an Asset Development Implementation Fund Loan ($470,000), Landscape 
and Lighting Act District Zone 45 Funds ($2,835,000), and net County cost ($720,000).  
Sufficient appropriation for the estimated total project cost is available in the Fiscal 
Year 2005-06 Capital Projects/Refurbishment budget (C.P. 68960) to fund this project.  
The Project Schedule and Budget Summary are included in Enclosure A. 
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Operating Budget Impact 
 
Upon completion of the project, Parks and Recreation anticipates one-time startup costs 
of $27,775, which include $10,400 for maintenance equipment and $17,375 for 
recreation equipment, supplies, and a cargo container to store equipment and supplies 
for both maintenance and recreation operations.  Based upon current salary and 
employee benefit rates, Parks and Recreation currently estimates an increase in annual 
ongoing operating costs of $99,370 to operate and maintain the new improvements.  
The increase in the ongoing costs include $61,830 for permanent and temporary 
recreation staff, $5,240 for recreation supplies and uniforms, and $32,300 for 
maintenance supplies, utilities, and a supplement to the existing mowing contract. 
 
Based on the current project schedule, one-time and ongoing operating costs would be 
incurred beginning late in Fiscal Year 2005-06.  The Chief Administrative Office will 
review the operating cost estimates and will work with Parks and Recreation to 
determine the appropriate operating requirements and available funding.  
 
FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 
 
The project schedule has been extended two months to allow input from the State 
Office of Historic Preservation during the preparation of the environmental 
documentation. 
 
Under the terms and conditions of the implementation agreement, the County will 
deposit an amount not to exceed $9,097 into an escrow account to fund the Desert 
Tortoise Preserve Committee, Inc.’s acquisition, enhancement, and management of 
3 acres of suitable Mohave Ground Squirrel habitat as approved by Fish and Game. 
 
A standard construction contract, in the form previously approved by County Counsel, 
will be used.  The standard Board-directed clauses that provide for contract termination, 
renegotiation, and hiring qualified displaced County employees will be included. 
 
The project specifications contain provisions requiring the contractor to report 
solicitations of improper consideration by County employees and allowing the County to 
terminate the contract if it is found that the contractor offered or gave improper 
consideration to County employees. 
 
As requested by your Board on August 12, 1997, and as a threshold requirement for 
consideration for contract award, Environmental Construction is willing to consider 
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Greater Avenues for Independence Program/General Relief Opportunity for Work 
participants for future employment. 
 
As required by your Board, language has been incorporated into the project 
specifications stating that the contractor shall notify its employees, and shall require 
each subcontractor to notify its employees about Board Policy 5.135 (Safely 
Surrendered Baby Law) and that they may be eligible for the Federal Earned Income 
Credit under the Federal income tax laws. 
 
Environmental Construction is in full compliance with Los Angeles County Code 
Chapter 2.200 (Child Support Compliance Program) and Chapter 2.203 (Contractor 
Employee Jury Service Program). 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION  
 
As required by the California Environmental Quality Act and the National Environmental 
Policy Act, an Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared 
for the proposed improvements at Stephen Sorensen County Park and circulated for 
agency and public review on May 6, 2005, for 30 days.  During the public review period, 
five written responses were received from the following public agencies: The Governor’s 
Office of Planning and Research (State Clearinghouse), California Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (Lahontan Region), Southern California Association of 
Governments, California Department of Transportation (District 7), and County of 
Los Angeles Sheriff’s Department.  Comments received during the review period, 
responses to the comments, and the clarifications and revisions are contained in the 
final Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration (Section 3 of 
Enclosure B).  The proposed Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (Section 4 of 
Enclosure B) was also prepared to ensure compliance with the environmental mitigation 
measures included as part of the final Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration relative to historic, cultural, archaeological resources, solid waste, water 
supply, and wildlife resources.  The recommended measures to mitigate the 
environmental impacts will be incorporated as part of the project.  Based on the final 
Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declaration comments, clarifications, 
and revisions made, it has been determined that the project will not have a significant 
effect on the environment.  Based on the conclusions and findings of the Environmental 
Assessment, a Finding of No Significant Impact was approved by the Community 
Development Commission on April 27, 2005.   
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CONTRACTING PROCESS 
 
On March 1, 2005, your Board adopted the plans and specifications for the Phase II 
General Improvements and authorized advertising for bids.  As indicated in the previous 
Board letter, an independent estimate placed the project's current construction cost at 
$3,176,652.  On April 26, 2005, seven bids were received for the project.  
Environmental Construction, with a bid of $2,681,837, was the apparent lowest 
responsive and responsible bidder meeting the criteria adopted by your Board.  The bid 
results are summarized in Enclosure C.  
 
On March 1, 2005, your Board authorized Public Works to execute a consultant 
services agreement with the apparent lowest responsive and responsible bidder to 
prepare a baseline construction schedule for a not-to-exceed fee of $3,500.  As 
specified in the project specifications, the payment of $3,500 was deducted from the 
overall construction contract bid. 
 
As requested by your Board on February 3, 1998, this contract opportunity was listed on 
the Doing Business with Us website as shown in Enclosure D. 
 
Environmental Construction’s Community Business Enterprise participation data and a 
3-year contracting history with the County are on file with Public Works. 
 
IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)
 
The park will remain open during the 8-month construction duration scheduled to begin 
in August 2005. 
 
The project specifications require the contractor to coordinate its construction schedule 
with the daily functions and activities of the park facility to minimize disruption of 
services and to maintain access to the park during construction. 
 
The new park improvements will allow Parks and Recreation to enhance and expand 
current programs and to offer new recreation programs and activities by increasing the 
acres of soccer and general purpose fields and by extending operating hours safely with 
new lighting for the basketball courts, soccer, general purpose, and ball fields.  
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CONCLUSION  
 
Please return one adopted copy of this letter to the Chief Administrative Office (Capital 
Projects Division), Community Development Commission, Parks and Recreation, and 
Public Works. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
DONALD L. WOLFE    DAVID E. JANSSEN 
Acting Director of Public Works   Chief Administrative Officer 
 
 
 
RUSS GUINEY      CARLOS JACKSON, Executive Director  
Director of Parks and Recreation   Community Development Commission 
            
RB:mas 
U:\general\parks\Stephen Sorensen Park\Admin\Board Letter\Award 1.doc 

 
Enc. 5 
 
cc: County Counsel 
 Community Development Commission 
  Department of Public Social Services (GAIN/GROW Program) 

Office of Affirmative Action Compliance (Ozie Smith) 
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ENCLOSURE A 
 

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK 
PHASE II GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/ 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET 
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 

SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960 
 
 
 

I.  PROJECT SCHEDULE 
 

Project Activity Scheduled  
Completion Date 

Revised 
Completion Date 

Construction Documents 02/14/05*  

Jurisdictional Approvals 02/17/05*  

Construction Award 05/03/05 07/05/05 

Construction Start 06/01/05 08/10/05 

Substantial Completion 01/31/06 04/17/06 

Final Acceptance 04/23/06 07/16/06 
 
*Actual completion date 
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II. PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY 

 
 

Budget Category 
 

Board 
Approved 

Budget 

 
Impact  
of this 
 Action  

 
Revised 
Budget 

Land Acquisition $                   0 $        66,097 $              66,097

Plans and Specifications    $        172,348 $                 0 $            172,348

Plan Check $          19,000   $                 0 $              19,000
Construction 
   Construction Contract* 
   Change Order Contingency 
   Youth Employment** 
   Total Construction 

 
$     1,847,500 
          184,750 
                     0 
$     2,032,250 

 
$      837,837 
        218,050 
            7,365 
$   1,063,252 

 
$         2,685,337
              402,800
                  7,365
$         3,095,502

Equipment/Utility Connection Fees $                   0 $        90,000 $              90,000
Consultant Services $        174,933 $      349,812 $            524,745
Miscellaneous Expenditures $            6,500 $                 0 $                6,500
County Services $        404,386 $        88,422 $            492,808
                    TOTAL $     2,809,417 $   1,657,583 $         4,467,000
 

* Includes $3,500 consultant agreement for baseline construction schedule.  
**  Includes youth labor, materials, and supervision. 
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ENCLOSURE B 

 
STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK 

PHASE II GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/ 

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 
APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET 

APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 
SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

(See Enclosed) 
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ENCLOSURE C 
 

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK 
PHASE II GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/ 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET 
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 

SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960 
 

BID SUMMARY 
 

Description of Project: 
 
The project consists of constructing two lighted basketball courts, a lighted general 
purpose/soccer field, a lighted ball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, 
a concrete walkway, a parking lot, landscaping and irrigation improvements, and 
fencing.  
 
Bid Opening Date:     April 26, 2005 
 
Bid Summary: 
 
 

Contractor's Name Lump Sum Bid 
Environmental Construction Inc. $                     2,685,337 
Granite Construction Co. $                     2,714,200 
G-2000 Construction Inc. $                     2,769,000 
Pima Construction $                     2,815,545 
Trimax Construction Corp. $                     2,975,000 
Metro Builders  $                     3,347,542  
Woodcliff Corporation  $                     3,378,000 

 
Financial Information 
 
Public Works' fair construction cost estimate is $3,176,652.    



June 23, 2005 
 

 
 

ENCLOSURE D 
 

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK 
PHASE II GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/ 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

ADOP MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET 
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 

SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960 
 

 
Bid Solicitation 

Bid Number :  P100000430 

Bid Title :  Stephen Sorensen County Park Phase II General Improvements Project 

Bid Type :  Construction 

Department :  Public Works 

Commodity :  CONSTRUCTION SERVICE-TENNIS/SPORTS COURT 

Open Date :  3/1/2005 

Closing Date :  4/5/2005 10:45 AM    
Bid Amount :  N/A 

Bid Download :  Not Available 

Bid Description :  This phase of park development includes a baseball field, soccer/multipurpose field, basketball 
courts, field lighting, concrete walkways, and additional parking.  This project requires the prime 
contractor to possess an “A” or “B” license classification at the time of bid.  The estimated 
construction cost is $3,176,652 

Contact Name :  Brian Soria 

Contact Phone# :  (626) 458-2588 

Contact Email :  bsoria@ladpw.org
Last Changed On :  3/8/2005 5:19:17 PM 

 

mailto:bsoria@ladpw.org
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ENCLOSURE E 
 

STEPHEN SORENSEN COUNTY PARK 
PHASE II GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

APPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/ 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

ADOPT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
AWARD CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

APPROVE REVISED PROJECT BUDGET 
APPROVE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 

SPECS. 6679; C.P. 68960 
 

IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT  
(See Enclosed) 

 



STEPHEN D. SORENSEN PARK

Final
Environmental Assessmentj

Mitigated Negative. Declaràtion

SCH #2005051033

Prepared by:

Los Angeles County
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County of Los Angeles 
Community Development Commission 

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

PROJECT TITLE: Stephen D. Sorerisen Park 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project involves the expansion of the 
existing Stephen D. Sorenson Park facilities from 3 acres 
to 12 acres, with the existing park area remaining intact. 
Improvements would include the addition of two 
lighted basketball courts, one lighted general 
purpose/soccer field, a lighted baseball field wih 
prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, and 46 
additionid parking spaces. A cornunity building of 
approximately 3,500 to 4,000 square feet would also be 
constructed as part of the expansion. Figure 6 shows the 
proposed site plan for the park facilities. Park facilities 
would be closed and athletic field lighting would be 
turned off by 10 PM every evening. 

The proposed project would require the importation of 
an estimated 9,450 cubic yards of fill material. An 
existing septic system and leachfield would be 
abandoned in place in accordance with Uniform 
Plumbing Code Section K-11, and a new septic system 
and leach field wilI be constructed in accordance with 
the Los Angeles County Health Department 
requirements to service the existing restroom bdding 
and proposed community building. 

PROJXCT LOCATION: The project site is located in the unincorporated community of 
Lake Los Angeles in Los Angeles County, California. The site is 
located at 16801 East Avenue P on a 100-acre lot owned by Los 
Angeles County. 

MITIGATION MEASURES INCLUDED IN THE PROJECT TO AVOID POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS: 

1. Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological Resources. CA-LAN-192 has already produced 
substantial collections of artifacts, but these collections have never been processed, analyzed, 
or reported according to modern professional standards. The remains are distributed among 
several public repositories and private collections. Many of the materials are still in their 
original excavation level bags, little or no technical study has been performed, and scattered 
references to the site in the professional literature reflect anecdotal information rather than 
thoughhl analysis of published data. In lieu of additional site excavation that would 
generate additional collections, the sigruficant impacts of the proposed project shall be 
mitigated by recovering data from the existing collections from the site, which constitute 



several thousand aracts, records, and other material. The Santa Barbara Museum of
Natual Hitory, Antelope Valey Indian Museum, Fowler Museum of Anthopology
(UCLA), Antelope Valey College, and Dr. Bruce Love have agreed to alow access to the
material currently in their collectons. Al material wi be cleaned, sorted, classifed,
stabiled, and othere processed in the laboratory accordig to modern professional

standards. Varous specialed techncal analyses shal be performed (see below), and a

professional report that integrates and synthesizes al the avaiable data from the site shal be
prepared. The data recovery program shal be futited upon award of a constrction

contract for the project and completed with an approxiately 12-18 month tie period.

Several data classes appear to be avaiable and may be analyzed as part of the data recovery
plan. Prior to conductig the techcal analyses, additional Native American consultation

shal be conducted regardig the proposed techcal studies and disposition of human
remai. Destructive analyses of human remai or fuerar objects shal not be performed

without prior approval of the appropriate Natie American representatives. The followfg
techncal analyses shal be conducted:

· Stylitic and techological analysis of ground stone collections, Natie Amercan
ceramcs, flaked stone tools and debitage, bone tools, stone and shell beads, and bural
lots;

· Source analysis and hydration datig of obsidian tools and debitage;
· Taxonomic identication and analysis of faunal remai;
· Flotation of colum samples and analysis of paleobotancal remam;

· Mitochondrial DNA analysis of human remai (if appropriate samples are avaiable and
approved by Native American representatives);

· Radiocarbon datig of appropriate organc remais;

· Comparative analyses with other local and regional collections; and
· Site mapping and documentation on the curent Department of Parks and Recreation

forms.

Th proposed approach to data recovery is superior to performig additional excavations at
CA-LA-192 because it wi compensate more completely for the impacts of the curent
project as well as the cumulative effects of past project and liely futue projects. The extat

collections offer a diverse set of artiacts and dieta remai from deeply stratied midden
deposits and wide varety of contexts with th expanive site. They wi provide a broader
analytc sample of artiact classes and tyes from the site than is liely to be recovered
though additional excavation; wi provide signcant inormation from a larger area of the
site than could be examed curently (inCludig portions of the site aleady destroyed); and
wi permit more meangf public futerpretation of the remai. Thus, they are liely to
provide a greater yield of scienticaly consequential inormation than would additional
excavation and wi contribute more substatialy to our knowledge of local and regional
prehtory.

In addition to the data recovery plan described above, an archaeologit and a Native
American monitor shal alo be on-site durfug any gradig, trenchig, or other construction
that has the potential to impact cutual deposits. The monitor's objective would be to collect
unque or diagnostic material and watch for human remai or other archaeological
featues. In the event that futact featues are uncovered during constrction, the monitor wi
temporarily rediect construction to another part of the project area and wi record, remove,
and/ or relocate such featues or remam fu accordance with state law and stadard
archa.eological practice prior to the resumption of constrction. During constrction, the
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monitors alo wi diect additional trenchig futhe portions of the APE contaig intact
cultual deposits not tested previously. The monitors wi record representative profies of
these areas, and wi screen samples from cultual strata to confm that the deposits in these
areas are consistent with observations made during prior testig.

The monitor alo wi ensure that futact archaeological remai capped by fi beneath the
exitig park are not fuadvertently damaged durfug constrction of the communty buiding,
new bathoom, walways, parkfg lot, and other proposed improvements adjacent to the
exitig park.

Finaly, al extat collectons from the site shal be cuated at a sfugle repository where they

can be preserved, protected, and made avaiable for futue research and interpretation. The
Antelope Valey Indian Museum, one of the regiona Indian museum of the Caliorna State
Parks system, cuently holds substantial collections from the site and has fudicated their
wigness to cuate the other collectons.

The County of Los Angeles shal fuy fud the mitigation program.

2. Solid Waste. The followfg requiements shal be implemented to mie the impact to

solid waste diposal facilties:

· During constrction, inert material,fucludig vegetative matter, asphalt, concrete, and

other recyclable material, shal be recycled to the greatest extent feasble.
· The County shal implettent a recyc1g program at the new facilty to mie the

amount of solid waste generated by the project site to be diposed of fu County landf.
Space shal be alocated either with the buidig or fu outdoor areas for collection and
storage of recyclable material.

3. Water Supply. Because of ongoing concern about regional water supplies, landscaped areas
shal be designed with drought-tolerant species, and the grass used for lawn in picnckig
areas and playig fields shal be a hardy, low water use grass. Plantig beds shal be heaviy
mulched fu accordance with water-conservg landscape design practice.

4. Mohave Ground Squiel. To mitigate for ditubance of potetial Mohave ground squirel
habitat, the County shal comply with al requiements of the 2081 Calorna Endangered
Species Act (CESA) incidental take permit issued by CDFG, including fudig the Desert

Tortoise Preserve Commttee's (DTPC's) acquiition, enhancement and management of 3
acres of known, occupied MSG habitat. Mitigation acquiition shal tae place"at the Desert
Tortoise Preserve in Kern County and shal be coordiated though the DTPC. The County
shal enter futo a bfudig legal agreement with the DTPC describing the terms of acquiition,

enhancement, and management of habitat lands no later than 30 days followig execution of
the CESA 2081 take permit.

5. Additional Modiications. Mior changes to the mitigation measures requied as a
condition of fudig approval and that do not trigger State CEQA Guidelies Section 15074.1

are permitted, but can only be made with the approval of the Executive Director of the
Communty Development Commsion (CDC) of Los Angeles County.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT EFFECT. Based on the attached NEP A Environmental
Assessment, it has been determied that the project wi not have a signcant effect on the

envionment, provided that al suggested mitigation measures are incorporated.
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HUD - NEPA - Environmental Assessment

Project Name: Stephen D. Sorensen Park

HUD - NEPA- ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Name:

Project Location:

Assessor's Parcel

Number(s):

Statement of Need:

Project Description:
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Stephen D. Sorensen Park

The project site is located in the unfcorporated community of Lake Los
Angeles in Los Angeles County, Californa. The site is located at 16801
East Avenue P on a 100-acre lot owned by Los Angeles County. Figure 1
shows the regional location of the project, and Figure 2 shows the location
of the project with the communty of Lake Los Angeles. Figures 3
though 5 ilustrate current site conditions.

3073-001-902

The existig developed portion of Stephen D. Sorensen Park encompasses
approximately thee acres. The park contain a tot lot playground with
swfugs, a grassy picnic area, a horseshoe pit, a bathoom on a septic
system, and a parkig lot. The park does not currently provide sports
fields or a permanent structure for recreational stafig and activities, and

such facilties are lacking thoughout the entie communty of Lake Los
Angeles. Additionally, the Lake Los Angeles area does not have a
building to serve as a gathering place for community meetigs and
events. The proposed project provides for the development of
recreational and communty facilities and is therefore consistent with the

guidelies of the Communty Development Block Grant (CDBG)
program.

The proposed project involves the expanion of the existig Stephen D.
Sorenson Park facilities from 3 acres to 12 acres, with the existig park
area remaing intact. Improvements would include the addition of two
lighted basketball courts, one lighted general purpose/ soccer field, a
lighted baseball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, and
46 additional parking spaces. A communty building of approximately
3,500 to 4,000 square feet would also be constructed as part of the

expansion. Figure 6 shows the proposed site plan for the park facilties.
Park facilities would be closed and atWetic field lightig would be turned
off by 10 PM every evening.
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Project Name: Stephen D. Sorensen Park

The proposed project would requie the importation of an estiated
9,450 cubic yards of fi material. An exitig septic system and leache1d
would be abandoned in place in accordance with UnHorm Plumbing
Code Section K-11, and a new septic system and leach field wi be
constrcted in accordance with the Los Angeles County Health
Deparent requiements to servce the exitig resb.oom buidig and
proposed communty buidig.

Page 2 of 39
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Conformance With X
Comprehensive Plans and
Zoning

Source or Documentation
(See Attached References)

Compatibilty and Urban
Impact

x

Slope x

Erosion X

Page 3 of 39

The parcel is zoned R-A, Residential Agriculture, which
allows single family residences and crops. The site is
shown as Urban Ilii the General Plan. The proposed
project involves construction of park and recreational
faclJtles, including sport fields with night lighting, a lawn
area with picnic tables, a community building, and
additional parking. The proposed development would be
consistent with land use designations for the project site
a.

The project site Is bounded to the north, east, and west by
largely undeveloped lands containing a natural drainage
course, rocky buttes, and widely scattered single-family
residences. The diy bed of the man-made Lake Los
Angeles is located to the southeast of the project site. To
the south, the site abuts the existing porton of Stephen D.
Sorensen Park, which was constrcted as Phase I of
project development. South of the existing park facilties
lies Avenue P and single-family housing (b). The proposed
project would introduce new development into an area that
is predominantly open space, but largely disturbed as a
result of early cattle grazIng activities and the presence of a
man-made dam and lake on the site. The proposed
recreational use is generally compatible with the adjacent
open lands and residences and would provide recreational
amenities for area residents.

Lighting of the fields could increase light and glare at
nearby residences, the nearest of which are approximately
300 feet away across Avenue P. However, lighting for the
fields would be shielded to block out light and directed
a\\ay from neighboring resIdences in order to avoid light
spilover onto adjacent properties. Security lighting along
walkways and In parking areas would also be pointed
downward to avoid light spilover. Lighting for athlettc fields
would be turned off by 10 PM eveiy evening. Therefore, no
impacts are anttcipated and no.mitigatton measures are
necessa .
The site is generally flat, with a slight slope to the
northwest, toward the natural drainage course associated
with the histonc Lovejoy Springs (b). The proposed
development would not substanttally alter the local slope or
create an si nlficant erosion or sedimentatton rob/ems.
There Is no evidence of substantial erosion problems
onsite and none would be expected as a result of project
activities (b). The project includes on-site non-erosive
drainage improvements to collect and transfer stonn water
to the nortwest ortlon of the site with outlet strctures
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designed with rip-rap to dissipate flow velocities. The
proposed project is not expected to result in substantial

. erosion on or off-site and would not alter existing drainage
pattems on site.

Soil Suitabilty X The proposed project involves the constrction of two
lighted basketball court, one lighted general
purpose/soccer field, a lighted baseball field with
prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, parking area for
46 spaces, and a community building of approximately
3,500 to 4,000 square feet All project strctures, Including
the community building, would be constrcted in
compliance with eartquake-resistant standards required

by existing building codes (e.g. Title 24 of the State
Building Code). Hence, the project is not expected to
increase the risk of exposure of people to potential impacts
involving fault rupture and or liquefaction. No mitigation
measures are necessary.

There is no evidence of soil suitabilty problems on the
project site. The project would involve importtion of an
estimated 9,450 cubic yards of clean fill material
predominantly granular, non-expansive and capable of
developing the bearing strength required for the project as
described in the soils report prepared by Geo-Etka, Inc.
dated 1/19/05 and attached as Appendix A (r). Structural
foundations wil be designed and grading operations will be
conducted in accordance with the Geo-Etka, Inc. soils
report dated 1/19/05.

The project site does not pose any unusual geotechnical
hazards that would affect constrction of park facilties.
Soil tests have been conducted by Geo Etka Inc. (dated
1/19/05 and attched as Appendix A) to determine

foundation design parameters for new strctures. All

onsite structures would comply with applicable
requirements of the Uniform BUilding Code (UBC), which
would reduce geotechnical and seismic hazards to below a
level of significance.

Hazards and Nuisances, X There is no evidence of hazards or nuisances present on
Including Site Safety the project site (b). The site has not been previously

developed and there is no indication onsite or in historical
records of potential contamination. The site is not on the
Department of Toxic Substances Control's Hazardous
Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese List). Therefore,
it is unlikely that hazards relating to soil or groundwater
contamination are present onslte. The proposed park
would not Involve the use of large quantiies of hazardous
materials and is not sUbject to airport or wildland fire safety
hazards.

Page 4 of 39
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XEnergy Consumption

Source or Documentation
(See Attached References)

Project construction would Increase the consumption of
electricity in the area. The resulting .faciltles, which would
include playing fields with night lighting, lighted walkways, a
community building and a parking iot with security lighting,
would Increase lòng-term electricity consumption.
However, because these resources are available both
locally and regionally, no sIgnificant impact to the
availabilty of energy resources is expected. The project
would com I with state ener conservation re uirements.

Effects of Ambient Noise on
Project and Contribution to
Community Noise Levels

X.

Page 5 of 39

Project construction would generate short-term noise level
Increases. Noise tyically ranges from about 78-88

decibels (dBA) during construction (k). The primary noise
generators are mobile equipment such as graders and
excavators. The nearest sensitive receptors (residences)
are a minimum of 300 feet trom" the construction site. At

that dIstance, noise levels would range from about 62-72
dBA. This Is less than the 75 dBA County of Los Angeles
standard for mobile construction equipment. As required
by the County Noise Ordinance, all intemal-combustion-
engine powered equipment and machinery wil be equipped
with suitable exhaust and air-Intake silencers In proper
working order. Project construction would not entail pile
driving or any other activity that would generate significant
groundbome vibration.

The proposed project Is a community park and at buildout
Is not expected to significantly affect sensitive receptors,
which are a minimum of 300 feet away from the edge of the
project site and 500 fêet from the approved athletic fields.
Noise stemming from athletic field use, such as whistles
and cheering crowds, could be expected and may
periodically be audible at the nearesfresldences. Based
on a noise study conducted for a similar facilty as .part of
the Barkley Fields and Park Initial 5tudy/MND (City of
Woodside), noise from soccer and baseball games, would
be In the 44-48 dBA range at a distance of 500 feet (I).
The Barkley Fields and Park 15/MND estimates noise from
soccer games at 53 dBA at a distance of 180 feet and
estimates noise from baseball games at 50 dBA at a
distance of 375 feet. The estimates of noise at 500 feet
assume a noise attenuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of
distance, typical for a point source of noise.

Projected noise levels at the closest residences are less
than Los Angeles County's 50 dBA daytime threshold and
no activity would occur between the hours of 10 PM and 7
AM when strcter thresholds a I. Therefore, si nificant
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Impacts are not anticipated.

Operation of the proposed project would generate an
estimated 234 daily vehicle trips to and from the site, as
discussed below under "Tram;;porttlon." This Increase in
trffc on Avenue P would Incrementally iricrease noise
levels; however, traffc and related noise are currently very
low (+/- 50 dBA Ldn) and project-related trffc would not

cause an exceedance of community noise cntena for
residential uses. The park would be closed after 10 PM
when people are most sensitive to noise.

Effects of Ambient Air Quality X
on Project and Contribution to
Community Air Pollutant
Levels

Page 6 of 39

The project site Is located in the Antelope Valley porton of
Los Angeles County, which has been designated non-
attainment for ozone California Ambient AIr Quality
Standards (CAAQS) by California Air Resources Board
(CARS), pursuant to the California Clean Air Act (CCAA).
The Antelope Valley is located within the Southeast Desert
Modified Air Quality Management Area (AQMA), which has
been designated non-attinment for ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) by the U.S.
Environmentàí Protection Agency (USEPA), pursuant to
the provisions of thè Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA). The
Antelope Valley is included in the Antelope Val(ey Air
Quality Management District (AVAQMD), which has

. experienced ambient ozone concentrations in excess of the
one-hour ozone NAAQS and the ozone CAAQS.
Therefore, users of the proposed recreational facilties
would be anticipated to be exposed to potentially
unhealthful ambient air because this regi6nal condition
cannot be feasibly mitigated.

Project construction would temporarily generate fugitive
dust and air pollutant emissions due to grading activity
(Importation of an estimated 9,450 cubic yards of fill
material) and the use of heavy constrction equipment.
The URBEMIS2002 model was used to estimate emissions
of ozone precursors (reactive organic compounds (ROC)
and nitrogen oxides (NOxJ) and fine particulates (PM10). It
was assumed that worst-case emissions would occur
during importtion of fill matenal and associated grading,
which are expected to last about five weeks and involve a
maximum of.20-25 truck trips per day. Based on these

. assumptions, maximum daily emissions are estimated at
about 6.8 pounds for ROC, 11.1 pounds for NOx, and 42.5
ounds for PM10 see A endlx S for URBEMIS2002
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model output). Because the AVAQMD has not adopted
fonnal thresholds for constrction emissions, South Coast
AQMD (SCAQMD) thresholds were used to assess
impacts. A chart showing the SCAQMD thresholds Is
attched in Appendix B. SCAQMD thresholds are as
follows: 75 pounds for ROC, 100 pounds for NOx, and 150
pounds for PM1 O. Because project emissions would be
below these thresholds for all pollutants, construction
Impacts related to grading and dumping are not considered
signifcant and no health risks would occr durIng grading
and constrction. Implementation of standard dust control

requirements, Including daily site watering, sweeping of site
driveways and adjacent streets, and covering of haul
trcks, would minimize the generation of dust during soil
importtion and grading.

Operation of the proposed project would generate an
estimated 234 daily vehicle trps. Traffc to and from the
proposed park would Incrementally increase air pollutant
emissions. The URBEMIS2002 model was used to
estimate project-related operational emissions. Model-
estimated daily emissions are 1.95 pounds for ROC, 2.47
pounds for NOx, and 2.04 pounds for PM10. By
comparison, SCAQMD operational thresholds are 55
pounds for ROC, 55 pounds for NOx, and 150 pounds for
PM10. URBEMIS2002 modeling results are attched in
Appendix B. Because projected emissions are well under
SCAQMD thresholds, significant air quality impacts are not
anticipated. Thus, the project would not create any air

uali related health risks.

Visual Quality - Coherence,
Diversity, Compatible Use,
and Scale

x

Page 7 of 39

The project would involve the expansion of the existing
Stephen D. Sorensen Park, Including the development of
lighted sports fields, a community center building, and
associated parking, on currently undeveloped but
previously disturbed lands. The surrounding neighborhood
consists of single-family residences and undeveloped
lands. The project has been designed to be compatible

with the surrounding development and project would not
substantially alter the visual character of the surrounding
neighborhood or nearby homes. The project has also been
designed for appropriate plant use considering the
surrounding area, and buffer areas wil be planted with
colorfl and water conserving native plants, in keeping with
the surrounding high desert environment. Therefore, the
proposed project is expected to be compatible with the
visual qualities of the area. Onsite landscaping would
com I with the landsca elan re ared b Purkiss-
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Rose/RSI Architects and dated 2/9/05. The landscape plan
is available for review at the Los Angeles County
Departent of Public Works.

The construction of a park would not result in signifcant
light or glare impacts. Although the soccer field,1Jasebali
field, and basketball court would be lighted, lighting would
be shielded to minimize the spilage of light onto any
adjacent properties. Security lighting along walkways and
in parking areas would also be pointed downward to avoid
light spilover onto adjacent propertes. In addition, athletic
field lights would be tumed off by 10 PM every evening.
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no mitigation
measures are necessary.

Historic, Cultural, and
X Historic and archaeological evaluations have been

Archaeological Resources completed (p, q). The work was performed in accordance
with a Programmatic Agreement (PA) among CDC, the
State Historic Preservation Offcer (SHPO), and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, which provides
procedures for the implementation of Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and the CEQA Statutes
and Guidelines.

There are presently no buildings within the project area.
However, a known archaeological site, CA-LAN-192,
encompasses the entire project site and surrounding area.
Existing information Indicates that CA-LAN-192 was
Intensively occupied from at least middle Gypsum times
(ca. 2500 B.P.) through the 1850s. Less intensive human
occupation may extend back through the Pinto Period
(7000-000 B.P.).

The analysis of project impacts to this site relies primarily
on the following two studies:

Padon, Beth, and Bruce Love, 2004, Phase i
Archaeological Review of Site CA-LAN-192 at
Stephen Sorensen Community Park, Los Angeles
County, Callfomia.

Applied EarthWorks, Inc., Final Eligibilty and
Effects Assessment at CA-LAN-192, Stephen
Sorensen Park, Los Angeles County, California,
April 2005.

In addition to these sources, CDC contacted the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento to
request a search of their sacred land file and obtain their
list of Native AmerIcan individuals and oraanizatlons who

Page 8 of 39



HU - NEP A - Environmental Assessment

Project Name: Stephen D. Sorenen Park

en c
e 0:¡
'S ;: raucr_

¡¡'C ii ~c5 :sQ) ==iã ë3 Q) c Q) 'C 0
Impact Categories c.

¡¡ I! 0 I! .a c :E Source or Documentationë3 Q)
Q) :¡ Q) (I 0 11

(See Attached References):¡ c :=S := Q) :¡ Q)Q)c aa 'C C ~S ra
.e'c( c( Q) 0)

11
~ == E ==:E :¡ a.
ii =:: = en :æ enra :¡ .m u ~e ec. - 0 en

.5
c

5;c C'- 'C 'SQ)
Q) :: Q)- - _ cr Q) cr0 0 0 o Q) Z ~z a. a. a. ik

may have knowledge of cultural resources in the project
area. The NAHC replied that their files did not indicate the
presence of Native American cultural resources in the
immediate project area, but they supplied a list of local
representatives and recommended that they be contacted.
CDC subsequently wrote to those (and other) individuals
and organizations seeking assistance in Identifying issues
of concern to the lo.cal Native American community. The
letters were followed by telephone calis to each indIvidual
or group. Based on the responses, a member of the
KawalisLi tribe served as a Native American monitor during
archaeological test excavations and a member of the
Chumash-Tataviam group served as a field technician for
the project.

Archaeological Investigations of various kinds have
occurred at CA-LAN-192 since at least the 1920s. A 1968
UCLA excavation at CA-LAN-192 encountered a cemetery
and large quantites of beads indicating the Intensive
occupation of the site by 2500 B.P. Shell beads, stone
beads, and other artfacts recovered during a 1989
excavation docÜment occupation during Rose Spring and
early Late Prehistoric times (ca. A.D. 500-1300). In
addition, a ceramic component may postdate A.D. 1300.

The south-central porton of the site, around and to the
west of the Gypsum-era cemetery area, has a midden
deposit reaching over 2 meters in depth. One unit
excavated in 1989 found cultural deposIts as deep as 260
centimeters. This part of the site is now bounded on the
south by Avenue P. Ceramic sherds were found In the
upper levels here in 1989, but were not abundant. Rose
Spring and Gypsum era bead types were found at lower
levels, as were fragments of whole shells, Including
species other than abalone. Ground stone was very
abundant, and considerable quantities of lithic debitage
were also recovered.

An area to the south of this centrl area of the site and to
the south of the modern Avenue P was excavated In 1954.
Excavation units here contained shallow (15-30
centImeters) cultural deposits. Both the excavation units
and surface collection yielded large quantities of gray and
brown undecorated ceramic sherds (over 60 sherds
collected on the surfce) as well as a few reshaped-sherd
ornamental disks, Cottonwood and Desert Side-Notched
points, abalone shell, and Olivella wall-disk beads.

These finds make CA-LAN-192 a notable example of the

Page 9 of 39
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Gypsum-era development of semi-sedentary settement,
funerary status markers, and long-distance bead trade in
the Antelope Valley region. CA-LAN-192 Is eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the
California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR) under
multiple criteria. Portions of the site within the APE retain
integrity, and thus the site Is considered a historic propert
according to 36 CFR 800.4(c) and a significant historical
resource per Section 15064.5 of the CEOA Guidelines.
The significant qualities of CA-LAN-192 are found In the
diverse assemblage of artcts and other remains

recovered from both the surface and subsurface context.
These artifacts include substantial amounts of ground
stone, dense faunal remains, stylistically diagnostic
projectile points, shell and stone beads, ceramics, and
other cultural materials. As mentioned above, Intact
human graves and other complex archaeological features
have also ~een unearthed.

Excavations by Applied EartWorks (2005) revealed that
much of the proposed expansion of Stephen Sorensen
Park would occur in areas that lack integrity. These areas
include the proposed basketball court, baseball diamond,
and community buildIng. However, intact cultural deposIts
were found In and adjacent to the southeastern comer of
the project area. These deposits possess Integrity. The
footprint of the proposed soccer field extends Into this 

deposit. Excavation would extend Into the porton of the
site containing the remnants of a midden once estimated to
cover "two to three acres, two to four feet deep" (Padon
and Love 2004:5). Simllarly,installation of the leach field
at the nortern end of the project area would intrde on
sealed deposits reflecting a series of discrete depositional
episodes.

The proposed slope cutting, grading, trenching, and other
activities would diminish the integrity of intact deposits at
CA-LAN-192 by damaging or destroying artfacts and other
remains, displacing them from their original contexts, and
dIsrupting their Internal spatial relationships. These effects
are considered adverse according to the Criteria of
Adverse Effects found at 36 CFR 800.5(a)(1) and (2). In
CEOA terms, the impacts would be signifcant per Section
15064.5 of the CEOA Guidelines (14 CCR 3).

The County of Los Angeles General Plan Conservation and
Open Space Element includes the fOllowing cultural
heritage resource policies that are relevant to the proposed
Droiect:

Page 10 of 39
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17. Protect cultural heritage resources, including
historical, archaeological, paleontological and
geological sites, and significant architectural
strctures.

18. Encourage public use of cultural heritage
resource sites consistent with the protection of
these resources.

19. Promote public awareness of public resources.

The Antelope Valley Area Plan includes the following
policies aimed at the protection of archaeological
resources:

.
137. Protect known archaeological and historical

resources to the extent appropriate.
138. Require archaeological surface reconnaissance

and impact assessment by a qualified
archaeologist for any significant development

" proposed on, or adjacent to, known
archaeological sites.

In conjunction with this environmental review,
archaeological reconnaissance has been conducted.
Thus, there is no inconsistency with Antelope Valley Area
Pian 138. However, as discussed above, the proposed
project would potentially disturb archaeological resource
deposits on the project site; therefore, It is potentially
inconsistent with Conseivation and Open Space Element
Policies 17 and 18 and Area Plan Policy 137.

The following mitigation measure is required to address the
projecls significant archaeological resource impacts.

1. Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological Resources.
CA-LAN-192 has already produced substantial
collections of artfacts, but these collections have
never been processed, analyzed, or reported
according to modem professional standards. The
remains are distrbuted among several public
repositories and private collections. Many of the
materials are stil in their original excavation level
bags, litte or no technical study has been performed,
and scattered references to the site in the
prÖfesslonallierature reflect anecdotal information

rather than thoughtfl analysis of published data. In
lieu of additional site excavation that would generate
additional collections, the significant impacts ofthe
proposed project shall be mftiQated by recoverina data
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from the existing collections from the site, which
constitute several thousand artfacts, records, and
other materials. The Santa Barbara Museum of
Natural History, Antelope Valley Indian Museum,
Fowler Museum of Anthropology (UCLA), Antelope
Valley College, and Dr. Bruce Love have agreed to
allow acces to the materials currently in their
collections. All materials wil be cleaned, sorted,
classified, stabilzed, and otherwise processed in the
laboratory according to modern professional
standards. Various specialized technical analyses
shall be performed (see below), and a profesional
report that integrates and synthesizes all the available
data from the sIte shall be prepared. The data
recovery program shall be initiated upon award of a
constrction contract for the project and completed
within an approximately 12-18 month time period.

Several data classes appear to be available and may
be analyzed as part of the data recovery plan. Prior to
conducting the technical analyses, additional Native
American consultation shall be conducted regarding
the proposed technical studies and disposition of
human remains. Destructive analyses of human
remains or funerary objects shall not be performed
without prior approval of the appropriate Native
American representatives. The fOllowing technical
analyses shall be conducted:

. Stylistic and technological analysis of ground
stone collections, Native American ceramics,
flaked stone tools and debitage, bone tools,
stone and shell beads, and burial lots; 

. Source analysis and hydration dating of obsidian
tools and debitage;

. Taxonomic Identification and analysis of faunal
remains;

. Flotation of column samples and analysis of
paleobotanical remains;

. Mitochondrial DNA analysis of human remains (if
appropriate samples are available and approved
by Native American representatives);

. Radiocarbon dating of appropriate organic
remains;

. Comparative analyses with other local and
regional collections; and

. Site mapping and documentation on the current
Department of Parks and Recreation forms.
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This proposed approach to data recovery is superior to
perfomming additonal excavations at CA-LAN-192
because It wil compensate more completely for the
impacts of the current project as well as the cumulative
effects of past projects and likely future projects. The
extant collections offer a diverse set of artfacts and
dietary remains from deeply stratified midden deposits
and wide variety of context within this expansive site.
They wil provide a broader analytic sample of artfact
classes and types from the site than is likely to be
recovered through additonal excavation; will provide
significant infommation from a larger area of the site

than could be examined currently (including portions of
the site already destroyed); and wil permit more
meaningful public interpretation of the remains. Thus,
they are likely to provide a greater yield of scientifically
consequential infotmation than would additional
excavation and wil contribute more substantially to our
knowledge of local and regional prehistory.

in addition to the data recovery plan described above,
an archaeologist and a Native American monitor shall
also be on-site during any grading, trenching, or other
construction that has the potential to Impact cultural
deposits. The monitor's objective would be to collect
unique or diagnostic materials and watch for human
remains or other archaeological features. In the event
that intact features are uncovered during constrction,
the monitor will temporarily redirect construction to
another part of the project area and wil record,
remove, and/or relocate such features or remains in
accordance with state law and standard archaeological
practice prior to the resumption of constrction.
DUring constrction, the monitors also wil direct
additional trenching in the portions of the APE
containing intact cultural deposits not tested previously.
The monitors will record representative profiles of
these areas, and wil screen samples from cultural
strata to confimm that the deposits in these areas are
consistent with observations made during prior testing.

The monitor also will ensure that intact archaeological
remains capped by fill beneath the existing park are
not inadvertently damaged during constrction of the
community building, new bathroom, walkways, parking
lot, and other proposed improvements adjacent to the
existing park.

Flnallv, all extnt collections from the site shall be
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curated at a single repository where they can be
preserved, protected, am;1 made available for future
research and interpretation. The Antelope Valley
Indian Museum, one of the regional Indian museums of
the California State Parks system, currently holds
substantial collections from the site and has indicated
their willngness to curate the other collections.

The County of Los Angeles shall fully fund the
mitigation program.

With the recommended mitigation program, impacts to
archaeological resources would be reduced to a less than
significant level. By reducing impacts to a less than
significant level, the mitigation program would also address
the potential inconsistencies with County Conservation and
Open Space Element Policies 17 and 18 and Antelope
Valley Area Plan Polley 137. In addition, the program
would implement Conservation and Open Space Element
Policies 18 and 19 by encouraging the public use of the
project site and improving public access to the resources
that have been excavated from the site.

Demographic/Character X The proposed project would create new recreational
Changes opportunities for local residents. The project would not be

expected to increase the population in the community or to
chan e the demo ra hie character of the area.

Displacement X The project site currently contains vacant land (b).
Therefore, no displacement would occur.

Employment and Income X The project would generate short-term employment
Patterns

opportunities during construction and potential long-term 

employment opportunities for maintenance of the site. No
adverse Impacts to employment or income patterns are
ex ected.

Educational Facilties X The project site is not adjacent to a schooL. The proposed
project does not Involve housing or any other use that
would bring children to the area or Increase enrollment at
local public schools. The proposed park facilties would
provide new recreational opportunities for current area
residents.

Commercial Facilties X The proposed project would not affect commercial facilties.
Health Care X The proposed project would not affect access to health

care.
Social Serviæs X The proposed project would provide community

recreational and meeting facilties for current area
residents. No new services would be re uired for the
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proposed project. .
Solid Waste

X The proposed project would not require new solid waste
facilties. Constrction debris would be recycled or

transported to the nearest landfill site and disposed of
appropriately. The amount of debris generated dUring
project pperatioh is not expected to significantly affect
landfill capacities; solid waste generation at the community
building would be minimal. The proposed project would
comply with applicable regulations related to solid waste.
Operation of the proposed project would be subject to the
requirements set forth in the Countys Solid Waste
Management Program, which presentiy requires each City
and the County to divert 500/ of its solid waste from landfill
disposal through source reduction, recycling, and
composting. Inclusion of the following mitigation measure
would ensure a less than significant impact.

2. Solid Waste. The following requirements shall be
implemented to minimize the impact to solid waste
disposal facilties:

. . During constrction, inert materiàis, including
vegetative matter, asphalt, concrete, and other
recyclable materials, shall be recycled to the
greatest extent feasible.

. The County shall implement a recycling program
at the new facilty to minimize the amount of sölid
waste generated by the project site to be
disposed of In County landfills. Space shall be
allocated either within the bUilding or in outdoor
areas for collection and storage of recyclable
materials.

Waste Water X The proposed project would slightly increase wastewater
generation as compared to current conditons. Existing
bathrooms on the porton of the park constructed during
Phase I of the project are on a septic system which will be
abandoned in place per the UPC Appendix "K" Section K11
and connected to a new septic and leach field system that
wil serve the entire project. The new septic and leach field
system wil be designed and constrcted in accordance
with the requirements and guidelines of the County of Los
Angeles Health Department.

Wastewater flows originating from the proposed project
would discharge to a septic tank and leach field system.
The system has a design capacity of 5,000 gallons per day.
The design was based on the Percolation Testing (m) for
the site, which confirmed that the site can handle the
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design flows. However; it is anticipated that wastewater
flows from facilties onsite would remain well below the
deaign capacity. A copy of the Percolation Testing results
is attched as Appendix C.

Storm Water X The project consists of new recreational facilties within an
existing local community park. These uses do not
generate hazardous or unusual wastewater discharges.
The quality of storm water runoff is regulated under the
Countys existing National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Permit. The NPDES Permit requires the
implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to
control erosion, debris, and constrction-related pollutants
at all construction sites. ,

In compliance with the County of Los Angeles NPDES
Permit, the project plans wil include a local Storm water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) with appropriate BMPs
(from the "California Storm Water BMP Constrction
Handbook") for general site management, constrction
materials and waste management, and erosion and
sediment control measures for implementation during the
constrction phase of the project. The project plans wil be
submitted to the Los Angeles County Departent of Public
Works, Building and Safety Division for review and.
approval during the project design phase and prior to
issuance of the grading permit.

,

The proposed project would cover an area of approximately
15 acres and would include two basketball court, one

general purpose/soccer field, a baseball field. and a 4,000
square foot community building and associated parking lot.
The building and new parking surfaces would increase
Impervious surface area at the site by 1 acre and generate
approximately 1 cubic foot per second (CFS) of additional .
runoff. These small changes in absorption rates and the
amount of surface runoff would not alter drainage patterns
on the site. No significant impacts are anticipated and no
mitigation measures are necessary.

A watercourse is located adjacent to the project site. The
proposed project would not result in changes to currents or
direction of water movements. The project Is not expected
to cause any changes in groundwater quality because no
on-site discharges would affect any known aquifers.
Development of the proposed project site could lead to a
slight increase in surface runoff containing typical urban
pollutants generated by motor vehicles and fertlizers. The
project includes on-site non-erosive drainage
ImDrovements to collect and trnsfer storm water to the

Page 16 of.39



HUD - NEP A - Environmental Assessment

Project Name: Stephen D. Sorensen Park

en c
0

I! ~'S :: Ucr_
¡¡"C ii CD c
=sl 0:0 ::'ü

:.5 CD "C
0

Impact Categories r: ti I! .a c :æ Source or Documentation'ü ...- ..c CD .. CD lI 0 u (See Attached References):w
CD )0 I' )0 CD :w CDc "C .. ~S I'

.e"0( m
0( 5; æ

Ü

~ ::s :::& :; a.
ii == = en !i enI' :; .!! u

:! I! I!r: .. 0 en

.5
c

5;0 c'- "C .SoS CD = CD cr0 0 .. .. cr CD0 o CD Z ~z ii ii i: 0:

northwest portion of the site with outlet structures designed
with np-rap to dissipate flow velocities. However, a catch
basin filtrtion system would be incorporated Into the
drainage system to absorb and filter pollutants and
sediment. Due to the size of the site and the type of use
proposed for the site, no significant impacts to groundwater
quality are anticipated as a result of project
implementation. Additionally, the project would comply
with local, state, and federal requirements pertaining to
water quality of storm water runoff. Therefore, significant
imDacts are not anticiDated.

Water Supply X Water.service would be provided by the Los Angeles
County Waterworks Distnct 40, which has adequate water
supply from the Antelope Valley - East Kem State Water
Agency to serve the needs of the proposed park. The
existing park area and the proposed Phase II portion of the
site are crossed by a Los Angeles County Water Works
easement, in which a 12-inch water line is located (e).

The project includes a 4,000 square foot community
bUilding. State-mandated water conservation measures,
including ultra low-flow toilets, urinals, and taps, water
conserving plumbing, and other required conservation
measures, would be utilized in the new facilties to reduce
the amount of water used.

Based on a water use factor of 300 gallons per 1,000
square feet of floor area per day, the new building would
use approximately 1,200 gallons of water per day (s). In
addition, the Irrigation water demand for the sport fields
and landscaped areas is estimated at 18,039 gallons of
water per day (t). Therefore, the project would use
approximately 19,239 gallons of water per day. This
amount of water does not represent a substantial increase
in the area's water use that would require development of
additional water resources or entitlements.

Use of native drought-tolerant plants .in landscaping and
hardy, low water use grass in sport and picnic areas will
increase water use effciency at the site. With low water
use fixtures and water-effcient landscaping, the project is
not expected to significantly affect water supply.
Neverteless, because of ongoing concerns about water

supply in the Southern California region and due to the
extreme arid climate of the project area, the fOllowing water
conservation measures wil be included in the project.

3. Water Supply. Because of ongoing concerns about
reaional water sUDDlies, iandscaDed areas shall be
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.- designed with drought-tolerant species, and the grass
used for lawns in picnicking areas and playing fields
shall be a hardy, low water use grass. Planting beds
shall be heavily mulched in accordance with water-
conserving landscape desli:n practice.

Public Safety
Police X The Los Angeles County Sheriffs Departenls Lancaster

Station provides police protection services in the project
vicinity (t). The station Is located at 501 W. Lancaster Blvd
in Lancaster, approximately 23 miles from the proposed
project site (g). The proposed project would incrementally
increase demand for police protection services. However,
this increase would be nominal and no adverse impacts to
colice servces are excected.

Fire X The Los Angeles County Fire Departent Station in Lake
Los Angeles at 39939170th Street East, approximately 1
mile from the project site (i), would provide fire protection,
paramedic, and emergency medical technician service to
the proposed development (h). The proposed project
would incrementally increase the demand for fire protection
services; however, implementation of the project would be
in accordance with the latest Los Angeles County Fire
Departent codes and guidelines for construction, access,
water mains, fire flows, and hydrants. Therefore, no
adverse impacts to fire protection services are anticipated.

Emergency X The Los Angeles County Fire Departent would provide
Medical emergency medical services. Emergency victims would be

taken to Antelope Valley Hospital at 1600 West Avenue J .
In Lancaster, approximately 20 miles away (h). No adverse
impacts to emeri:encv medical servces are anticicated.

Open Space And Recreation

Open Space X The proposed project would not adversely affect any areas
designated as pUblic open space (a).

Recreation X The Lake Los Angeles area is currently lacking in sports
fields and community recreation facilties. The proposed
project would provide needed recreational and athletic
opportunities for the community, Including sports fields and
a community building In which to meet. The project would
be designed with the goal of providing recreational
opportunities for all ages from young children to senior
citizens, including those that are handicapped or disabled,
by providing a venue for both passive and active
recreation.

Cultural Facilties X There are presently no buildings within the project area that
would be considered culturally significant. However, as
discussed above under "Historic, Cultural, and
Archaeological Resources," the project site is cart of a
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Transporttion x

known signifcant archaeological sIte known as CA-LAN-
192. Grading activity associated with the project would
result in potentially signifcant impacts to intact cultural
resources at this site, though the recommended mitigation
program would reduce such impacts to a less than
si nifcant level.

Upon completion, operation of the proposed project would
generate an estimated 234 daily vehicle trps to and from
the site (c). Vehicles would acces the site via Avenue P,
which currently operates at level of service (LOS) A. The
projected daily vehicle trp generation is minImal and does
not require a traffc impact analysis since the project will
generate less than the 500-daily trip threshold at which the
County of Los Angeles normally requires a traffc study. In
addition, the area roàd system is In place and is adequate
to accommodate project-generated trffc. The project
would contrbute minimally to the overall traffc condition in
tle area, and sIgnificant impacts to the area circulation

system are not anticipated. Parking would be provided on-
site and is expected to be suffcient to accommodate
projected demand. The proposed park facilties would not
create any hazardous traffc conditions, affect air traffc
patterns, or conflict with any policies pertining to
alternative transportation modes.

Grading activity for the project is expected to last about five
weeks and Involve a maximum of 20-25 trck trips per day.
This number of trck trips would not be expected to
signifcantly affect traffc conditions as the existing road
network current! 0 erates at LOS A.

Water Resources x

Surface Water x
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The project site is adjacent to a natural drainage course
that was historically part of the Lovejoy Springs water
system. The drainage course runs across the northern
porton of the propert, and a small tributary to the drainage
course crosses the western porton of the site (b). A
September 2004 site visit with Bett Courtey, a California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) biologist,
determined the boundaries of the drainage course and
CDFG jurisdiction. Based on these boundaries, the
proposed project would avoid all jurisdictional drainage
areas. Therefore, the proposed project would not affect
water resources.

The drainage course to the nort of the development area
and the small tributary to the drainage course located to
the west of the development area would be associated with
surface water flows during seasonal rainy periods (b).
Areas of surface water flow in the draina e course would
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be avoided dUring project activities. Therefore, no Impacts
to surface water would be expected as a result of project
ImDlementation.

Watercourses X Watercourses in the project site vicinity include the natural
drainage course associated with Lovejoy Springs to the
nort and the tributary to the west of the development area
(b). The proposed development would avoid the drainage
and tributary area, and no impacts to watercourses are
anticipated.

The project site is not within the 1 OO-year flood zone (i).
Therefore, It would not be subject to signifcant flood
hazards.

Unique Natural Features and X The project site has been largely disturbed by past
Agricultural Lands activities and contains no unique natural features. No

active agricultural lands or Prime, Unique, or Statewide
Importnce agricultural solis are present onsite or within
the projècf area (b). No .porton of the site is zoned for
aQricultural use or under Willamson Act contract.

Vegetation and Wildlife X As part of the environmental review for the project,
biological field surveys were conducted by the California
Departent of Fish and Game (CDFG) (August 2003 and

September 2004), consultng biologIst Frank Hovore
(September 2003), and Rincon Consultants, Inc. biologists
(September and October 2004). The CDFG and U.S. Fish
and Wiidlife ServiCe (USFWS) were consulted in August-
September 2003 and September 2004. An Incidental Take
Permit Application was submitted to the CDFG in
September 2004 (n). That application and the CDFG's
confirmation of receIpt of the application, dated October 24,
2004 (0), are attached as Appendix D.

The project site is in a highly disturbed area coritaining
both native and non-native, ruderal vegetative components.
No importnt biotic communities exist within the project
disturbance area; and no protected wildlife was observed
onsite (b).

Vegetation observed at the project site includes:
tumbleweed (Amaranthus a/bus), fourwing saltbush
(Atrp/ex canescens), aiiscale (Atrip/ex po/ycarpa), rabbit
bush (Chrysothamnus nauseousus), desert saltgrass
(Distichlis spicata), oeotiiio (Fouquieria sp/endens), salt
heliotrope (He/iotropium curassavicum), pine trees (Pinus
sp.), and Russian thistle (Sa/so/a ka/i).

Parish's popcorn-flower (P/agiobothrys parishh), a CNPS
List 1 B plant, was reported to CDFG as being observed in
1917 in the swamDV, alkaline soils of LoveJov SDrinas, on
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the east side of Lovejoy Buttes. However, this plant was
reported as extirpated from the site In 1999. This plant was
not observed at the site during the September 15, 2004 site
visit, and, because Lovejoy Springs have dried up, this
plant would not be expected at the site.

The following common wildlife species were observed
onsite: harvester ants (Pogonomyrmex sp.), zebrataillizard
(Callisaurus draconoides), Mojave rattlesnake (Crotalus
scutulatus), westem fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis),
Califomia quail (Callipepla califomica), common raven
(Corvus corax), nortem mockingbird (Mimus pOlyglottos),
and house sparrow (Passer domesticus). Sign (scat and
footprints) from mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus) and
coyote (Canis latrns) were observed onslte. A feral cat
was observed stalking mockIngbirds within the exIsting
park yard, and a roaming dog with a collar was observed

. roaming in the scrub adjacent to the existing park.

A small mammal, probably a white-tailed antelope squirrel
(Ammospermophilus leucurus), was observed scurring
into a burrow under a saltbush (Figure 5). Mohave ground
squirrel (MGS, Spermophilus mohavensis), a species listed
as State Threatened, was not identified onslte and, based
on site inspections byFrank Hovore and Bett Courtey
(CDFG), the site does not appear to support an active
MGS population (n). However, MGS is known to occur
within the general project vicinity. Communications with
the CDFG have Indiç;ted that, because the project would
disturb 3 acres of potentially suitable habitat for MGS, the
species is assumed to be present and could potentially be
affected by park constrction. The CDFG has indicated
that land purchase wil serve as mitigation for impacts to
habitat It should be noted that the Mohave ground squirrel

Is also listed as a federal Species of Concem; however,
Species of Concem are not formally protected under the
federal Endangered Species Act.

Desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizz), a species listed as
State and federally threatened, is known to occur in desert
areas with friable soils. No desert tortoise or sign of
tortoise was observed onslte, and the appropriate solis for
desert tortoise were absent from much of the site. Further,
communications with CDFG and the USFWS Indicate that
nearby residential development makes it uniikely that
desert tortoise would occur onsite 0). Therefore, no
impacts to desert tortoise or its habitat are anticipated.

Onsite IiQhtinQ may IncrementallY increase IiQhtinQ in the
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adjacent drainage. Though the drainage may serve as a

movement corrdor for common wildlife species, sensitive
specIes are not known to be present in the site vicinity.
Lighting would be directed downward and shielded, thus
minimizing the potential for light spilover and impacts to
wildlife movement. SIgnificant Impacts are not expected.

The following mitigation measure is required in order to
offset the loss of 3 acres of potentially suitable habitat for
the Mohave ground squirrel:

4. Mohave Ground Squirrel. To mitigate for
disturbance of potential Mohave ground squirrel
habitat, the County shall comply with all requirements
of the 2081 Califomia Endangered Species Act
(CESA) incidental take permit Issued by the CDFG,
including funding the Desert Tortoise Preserve
Committee's (DTPC's) acquisition, enhancement and
management of 3 acres of known, occupied MSG
habitat. Mitigation acquisition shall take place at the

Desert Tortoise Preserve in Kern County and shall be
coordinated through the DTPC. The County shall
enter ínto a binding legal agreement with the DTPC
describing the terms of acquisition, enhancement, and
management of habitat lands no later than 30 days
fOllowing execution of the CESA 2081 take permit.

Growth-Inducing Impacts x

Implementation of the above measure would reduce MGS
im acts to a less than significant leveL.
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The proposed project would provide community use and
recreational opportunities for residents of the town of Lake
Los Angeles. It is expected that the majority of project
users already reside in the area. Thus, the project would
not be expected to induce substantial population growth.

The project would not require the construction of new
transporttion facilties (roads or signals) because local
roads operate at acceptable levels of service and the
proposed park wil not generate substantial peak hour or
daily traffc. The project would require minor expansion of
water, storm water, and power Infrastrcture. These
infrastructure components are already in place for the
existing park, and Implementation of the proposed project
would likely Involve extension of these elements to service
new park areas. Sewer hookups would not be necessary

as a leach field would be used. Therefore, the potential of
the ro'ect to induce rowt throu h infrstructure
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construction is not considered significant.

Mineral Resources X The project site is not in an area of known mineral
resources and no mineral resource extraction is occurrng
in the site vicinity. No impact to the availability of mineral
resources is anticipated.

Mandatory Findings of X As discussed under "Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological
Significance pursuant to Resources. and "Vegetation Wildlife," the proposed project
CEQA, Appendix G: would have the potential to disturb cultural and biological

resources. However, implementation of the mitigation
a) Does the project have measures recommended in those sections would reduce

the potential to degrade impacts to a less than signifcant level. As also discussed
the quality of the above, the mitigation measures to be implemented
environment, regarding the historically significant archaeological features
SubstaAtlally reduce the on the site will avoid elimination of importnt examples of
habitat of a fish or major periods of California history or prehistory, and thus
wildlife species, cause a reduce the project's impact on historical resources to below
fish or wildlife population a level of signIficance.
to drop below self-
sustaining levels, The proposed project would provide a community center
threaten to eliminate a and playing fields In an undeveloped but highly disturbed
plant or animal area. While expansion of the park would increase the
community, substantially Intensity of development on the project site, it would not
reduce thè number or result in any significant impacts that would be cumulatively
restrict the range of a considerable.
-rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate As discussed under "Hazards and Nuisances, Including
importnt examples of Site Safety: "Effects of Ambient Noise on Project and
major periods of Contribution to Community Noise Levels," and "Effects of
Califomia history or Ambient Air Quality on Project and Contrbution to
prehistory? Community Air Pollutant Levels," the proposed project

b) Does the project have would not create any substantial adverse effects on human
impacts that are beings.
individually limited but
cumulatively
considerable?

c) Does the project have
environmental effects
which wil cause
substantially adverse
effects on human
beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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Area of Statutoryl Not Consultation Permits Project . Conditions Note Compliance
Regulatory Applicable Required Required and Consistent with and/or DocumentationTo this and Obtained Applicable MitigationCompliance Project Completed Policies Actions

Required

1. Historic Properties
X Historic and archaeological

36 CFR 800 (CDBG) evaluations have been completed and
36 CFR 801 (UDAG) are available for review at the Los
14 CCR 3 Angeles County Community

Development CommissIon. As
discussed above under "Historic,
Cultural, and Archaeological
Resource," a significant
arcHaeological site, CA-LAN-192, is
located on the project site. Mitigation
for potential impacts to this site would
be required (see mitigation under
"Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological
Resources" on Daae 11).

2. Floodplain Management X The project site is located adjacent to,
42 FR 26951

but outside the 1 DO-year flood zone
(I). The proposed project Involves a
community building, athletic fields and
other recreational facilities that are not
expected to be subject to significant
flood hazards.

. 3. Wetlands Protection X The project site is adjacent to a
42 FR 26951 natural drainage course that was

historically part of the Lovejoy Springs
water system. The drainage course
runs across the northern porton of the
propert, and small trbutary to the
drainage course crosses the western
porton of the site (b). A September
2004 site visit with Bett Courtney, a
California Department of Fish and
Game (CDFG) biologist, determined
the boundaries of the drainage course
and CDFG jurisdiction. Based on
these boundaries, the proposed
project would avoid all jurisdictional
drainage areas. Therefore, the
proposed project would not affect
water resources.4. Coastal Zone Plan X The project site is not located In a

16 U.S.C. 1451
coastal zone (b).

5. Sole Source Aquifers X No impact to primary drinking water42 U.S.C. 201, 300(g)
sources Is anticipated.and 21 U.S.C. 349

6. Endangered Species
X As discussed on page 20 under

16 U.S.C. 1531
'Vegetation and Wildlife," the
proposed project would not adversely
affect any federally listed plant or
animal species. The proposed project
would disturb 3 acres of suitable
habitat for the Mohave ground
squIrrel, which is a California
Threatened species and listed as a
federal Species of Concern.
Mitigation provided under 'Vegetation
and Wildlife" (page 22) would offset
this loss through acquisition and
preservation of 3 acres of known
Mohave around sQuirrel habitat.
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Area of Statutoryl Not Consultation Permits Project Conditions Note Compliance
Regulatory Applicable Required Required and Consistent with and/or DocumentationTo this and Obtained Applicable MitigationCompliance Project Completed Policies Actions

Req'uired

7. Wild and Scenic Rivers X No wild or scenic rivers are located in
16 U.S.C. 1271 the site vicinity (bt

8. AIr Quality Protection X As discussed above under "Effects of
42 U.S.C. 7401 Ambient Air Quality on Project and

Contribution to Community Air
Pollutant Levels," the proposed project
would not generate emissions
exceeding locally adopted thresholds
and would comply with all applicable
rules and regulations.

9. Farmland Protection X No agricultural uses are located onsite
7 U.S.C. 4201

(b).
10. Environmental Justice X The project would provide additional .Executive Order 12898 employment opportunities in the

community during constrciion and
would provide community meeting and
recreational opportunities for area
residents. . The project would not
expose low-income or minority
populations to any environmental
'ustice eoncerns.

11. HUD Environmental Standards, 24 CFR 51 as amended

a. Noise Abatement X As discussed above under "Effects of
24 CFR 51B Ambient Noise on Project and

Contribution to Community Noise
Levels," the proposed project would
not be exposed to excessive noise
levels and would not generate noise
exceeding HUD or community
standards at adjacent residences.

b. Landfill Hazards X The project site is not subject to any
CPD Letter 79-33 known landfill hazards (b).

c. Upset Hazards X The project site is not subject to any
24 CFR 51B known upset hazards, nor would the

proposed use create any significant
UDset hazards (b).

d. Flammable Oper. X The project site is not subject to any24 CFR 51C known flammable operations or
eXDlosives lb).

e. Toxic/Radioactivity X There Is no evidence of hazards, toxic
HUD Notice 79-33 substances, or radioactivity present

on the project site. As the site has not
been previously developed and there
is no indication onsite or in historical
records of potential contamination, it
is unlikely that hazards or nuisances
would exist onsite lb)'

f. Airport Clear Zones X The project site is not in an airport
24 CFR 51D

clear zone (I).
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Summar of Findings and Conclusions:

The proposed project fuvolves the expanion of the existig Stephen D. Sorenson Park facilties from 3
acres to 12 acres. The existig park, which consists of a tot lot playground with swfugs, a grassy picnic
area, a horseshoe pit, a bathoom on a septic system, and a parking lot, would remafu futact.
Improvements would include the addition of two lighted basketball courts, one lighted general
purpose/ soccer field, a lighted baseball field with prefabricated steel bleachers and dugouts, and 46
additional parkfg spaces. A community buildfug of approximately 3,500 to 4,000 square feet would

. also be constructed as part of the expanion.

The 100-acre parcel containg the project site is zonedR-A, Residential Agriculture, which allows
sfugle family residences and crops. The site is shown as Urban I in the County General Plan. The
proposed park would be consistent with land use designations for the site. Neighboring land uses
consist of residential uses and open space. The proposed project would generally be compatible with
the scale and visual character of the surroundfug area. Site lightig could be visible at nearby
residences, but would be shielded and directed away from residences to avoid spilover of light onto
adjacent properties.

The project would not generate any signicant noise impacts, nor would it be subject to noise fu excess
of HUD or communty standards for residential uses. The project site currently conta undeveloped
lands with disturbed, ruderal vegetation. As no residences occur on the project site, displacement of
residents would not occur as a result of the project.

The project site is adjacent to a natural drainage course that was historically part of the Lovejoy Springs
water system. The drafuage course run across the northern portion of the property and a small
tributary to the drafuage course crosses the western portion of the site. A site visit with a Californa
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) biologist determfued the boundaries of the drainage course and
CDFG jurisdiction. The proposed project would avoid all jurisdictional drainage areas.

No theatened or endangered wildlie was observed on the site. Mohave ground squirrel
(Spermophilus mohavensis), a species listed as California Theatened and a federal Species of Concern, is
not known to be present onsite, but is known to occur withfu the project vicinty. Communcations
with the CDFG have indicated that, because the project site contain potential Mohave ground squirrel
habitat, mitigation in the form of land acquisition and management wil be needed. Desert tortoise
(Gopherus agassizi), a species listed as State and federally theatened, is known to occur in desert areas
with friable soils. However, no desert tortoise or sign of tortoise was observed onsite, and the
appropriate soils for desert tortoise are absent from much of the site. Further, communications with
CDFG and the u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) indicate that nearby residential development
makes it unlikely that desert tortoise would occur onsite. Therefore, no impacts to desert tortoise or its
habitat are anticipated.

The project would not significantly affect public facilities. Implementation of the project would create
short-term employment opportunities during construction and could provide long-term employment
opportunities though maintenance of the park.

Page 26 of 39



HUD - NEP A - Environmental Assessment

Project Name: Stephen D. Sorenen Park

Historic and archaeological evaluations have been completed. There are presently no buidigs with
the project area. However, the project site is part of a signcant archaeological site, CA-LAN-l92.
Although a substantial amount of th site has been ditubed by prior development, intact

archaeological deposits remai in some areas and could be distubed by proposed gradig and
constrction activity. Mitigation would be requied for impacts to ths resource.

The proposed project would not consume substatial quantities of water or energy or generate
substantial quantities of solid waste or wastewater. Nevertheless, water conservation measures and.
recyclg facities should be incorporated into project design. The project site is adjacent to, but
outside of the lOO-year flood zone; therefore, the project would not be subject to signcant flood
hazards.

The project would conform to al applicable Federal, State, and regional ai pollution control
reguations, both short- and long-term, and would not signcantly afect local or regional ai qualty.
The project would incrementaly increase daiy trafc volumes in the imediate area; however,

project-generated trafc would not signcantly afect local roadways.

Sumar of Envionmental Conditions:

The project site is curently comprised of undeveloped, but ditubed lands. The project site is
adjacent to a natual draiage and tributar, which are located outside the development area and

would not be afected by project activities. An archaeological site, CA-LAN-l92, is present on-site.

Project Modiications and Alternatives Considered:

In order to avoid impacts to known signcant archaeological resources on the project site, an alternate
site for project construction could be considered. Specilcaly, constrction of the proposed project at a
nearby location without archaeological resources or other known constraits could occu to the north
of the project site, near the commuuty fie station on l70th Street. Relocation of the proposed park
facilties could avoid signcant impacts to archaeological resources. However, the location near the

communty fie station is not adjacent to the exitig park facities and therefore would not meet the
objective of providig a consolidated park that meets the needs of area residents. Relocation of the
proposed park facilties to another area on the lOO-acre lot owned by the County of Los Angeles is not
feasible because of litations on usable space posed by the presence of an onsite draiage cQurse andassociated setback requiements. .
Mitigation Measures Required:

The following uùtigation measures are requied:

1. Historic, Cultual, and Archaeological Resources. CA-LAN-192 has aleady produced
substantial collections of artiacts, but these collections have never been processed, anyzed, or
reported accordig to modern professional standards. The rema are distributed among
several public repositories and private collections. Many of the materials are sti in their
origial excavation level bags, litte or no techcal study has been performed, and scattered
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references to the site in the professional literatue reflect anecdota inormation rather than
thoughtf analysis of publihed data. In lieu of additiona site excavation that would generate
additiona collections, the signcant impacts of the proposed project shal be mitigated by
recovering data from the existig collections from the site, which constitute several thousand
aracts, records, and other materials. The Santa Barbara Museum of Natual Hitory,
Antelope Valey Indian Museum, Fowler Museum of Anthopology (UCLA), Antelope Valey
College, and Dr. Bruce Love have agreed to alow access to the materi currently in their

collections. Al materi wi be cleaned, sorted, classifed, stabiled, and otherwise processed

in the laboratory accordig to modem professional standards. Varous specialed techncal
analyses shal be performed (see below), and a professional report that integrates and
synthesizes al the avaiable data from the site shal be prepared. The data recovery program
shal be intiated upon award of a constrction contract for the project and completed with an
approxiately 12-18 month tie period.

Several data classes appear to be avaiable and may be analyzed as part of the data recovery
plan. Prior to conductig the techncal analyses, additional Native American consultation shal
be conducted regardig the proposed techcal studies and diposition of human rema.
Destrctive analyses of human rem or fuerar objects shal not be performed without
prior approval of the appropriate Native American representatives. The followig techncal
analyses shal be conducted:

· Stylitic and techological analysis of ground stone collections, Native American ceramcs,

fled stone tools and debitage, bone tools, stone and shell beads, and burial lots;
· Source analysis and hydration datig of obsidian tools and debitage;
· Taxonomic identication and analysis of faun rema;
· Flotation of colum samples and analysis of paleobotancal rema;
· Mitochondrial DNA anysis of hum rema (if appropriate samples are avaiable and

approved by Native American representatives);
· Radiocarbon datig of appropriate organc remai;

· Comparative analyses with other local and regional collections; and
· Site mapping and docuentation on the curent Department of Parks and Recreation forms.

Th proposed approach to data recovery is superior to performmg additional excavations at
CA-LAN-192 because it wi compensate more completely for the impacts of the curent project
as well as the cuttative effects of past projects and liely futue projects. The extant
collections offer a diverse set of artiacts and dietar rema from deeply sb:atied midden
deposits and wide variety of contexts with th expanive site. They wi provide a broader
analytic sample of aract classes and tyes from the site than is liely to be recovered though
additional excavation; wi provide signcant inormation from a larger area of the site than
could be examed currently (includig portions of the site aleady destroyed); and wi permit
more meangf public interpretation of the remai. Thus, they are liely to provide a greater
yield of scienticaly consequential inormation than would additional excavation and wil
contribute more substantialy to our knowledge of local and regional prehitory.
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In addition to the data recovery plan descrbed above, an archaeologit and a Native American
monitor shal alo be on-site durg any gradig, trenchig, or other constrction that has the
potential to impact cutual deposits. The monitor's objective would be to collect unque or
diagnostic materials and watch for human rema or other archaeological featues. In the .
event tht intact featues are uncovered during constrcton, the monitor wil temporarily
rediect construction to another par of the project area and wi record, remove, and/ or
relocate such featues or rema in accordance with state law and standard archaeological

practice prior to the resumption of constrction. Duing constrction, the monitors also wi
diect additional trenchig in the portions of the APE contaig intact cultual deposits not
tested previously. The monitors wi record representative profies of these areas, and wi
screen samples from cutual strata to conf that the deposits in these areas are consistent
with observations made durg prior testig.

The monitor alo wil erure that intact archaeological rema capped by fil beneath the
existig park are not inadvertently damged during construction of the communty buidig,
new bathoom, walways, parkig lot, and other proposed improvements adjacent to the
existig park.

Finaly, al extant collections from: the site shal be cuated at a single repository where they can
be preserved, protected, and made avaiable for futue research and interpretation. The
Antelope Valey Indian Museum, one of the regional Indian museum of the Calorna State
Parks system, curently holds substantial collections from the site and has indicated their
wigness to curate the other collections.

The County of Los Angeles shal fuy fud the mitigation program.

2. Solid Waste. The followig requiements shal be implemented to m.e the impact to

solid waste disposal facities:

. During construction, inert materials, includig vegetative matter, asphalt, concrete, and
other recyclable materials, shal be recycled to the greatest extent feasible.
The County shal implement a recyclig program at the new facity to rne the

amount of solid waste generated by the project site to be disposed of in County landfs.
Space shal be alocated either with the buidig or in outdoor areas for collection and
storage of recyclable material.

.

3. Water Supply. Because of ongoing concern about regional water supplies, landscaped areas
shal be designed with drought-tolerant species, and the grass used for lawn in picnckig
areas and playig fields shal be a hardy, low water use grass. Plantig beds shal be heaviy
mulched in accordance with water-conserving landscape design practice.

4. Mohave Grouud SquieL. To mitigate for ditubance of potential Mohave ground squiel
habitat, the County shal comply with al requiements of the 2081 Calornia Endangered
Species Act (CESA) incidental take permit issued by CDFG, includig fudig the Desert

Tortoise Preserve Commttee's (DTPC' s) acquiition, enhancement and management of 3 acres
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of known, occupied MSG habitat. Mitigation acquiition shal take place at the Desert Tortoise
Preserve in Kern County and shal be. coordited though the DTPC. The County shal enter

. into a bindig legal agreement with the DTPC describing the terms of acquisition,
enhancement, and maagement of habitat lands no later than 30 days followig execution of
the CEA 2081 take permt. . .

5. Additional Modiications. Mior changes to the mitigation measures requied as a condition
of fudig approval and that do not higger State CEQA Guidelies Section 15074.1 are

permitted, but can only pe made with the approval of the Executive Director of the Communty
Development Commssion (CDC) of Los Angeles County.
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1. Is the project in compliance with applicable laws and
reguations? . !:Yes DNo

DYes !:No
2. Is an EIS requied?

3. A Findig of No Signcant Impact (FONSI) can be

made. The project wi not signcantly afect the qualty

of the human envionment. !:Ye~ DNo

Basic R~asons Supportig Decision:

The proposed project involves the expanion of the existig Stephen D. Sorenson Park facilties from 3
acres to 15 acres to provide recreational facities for area residents. The project is coIJistent with the
gudelies of the Communty Development Block Grant (CDBG) program .

Project corttruction would result in potential impacts to biological and archaeological resources on-
site. Project operation would alo increase on-site water demad and solid waste generation, which
may contribute to cuulative impacts to regional water supplies and solid waste diposal facities.
However, impacts can be mitigated though implementation of the measures listed on pages 27-29.

Prepared by:
Date:

Joe Power, AICP
Apri 27, 2005

Title: Principal

Concured in:
Date:

Donald Dean
April 27, 2005

Envionmental Offcer, Communty Development
Title: Commsion of the County of Los Angeles
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Responses to Comments on the MND/EA



Letter 1

COMMNTOR: Mark Butala. Senior Regional Planer. Southern California Association of
Governents

DATE: May 25, 2005

RESPONSE:

The commenter states that the project is not regionally significant per Southern California
Association of Governents (SCAG) or CEQA criteria and that SCAG has no comments on the
project or MN/EA. No response is necessary.



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

~
ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Main Offce

818 West Seventh Street

12th Floor

Los Angeles, California

90017.3435

t (213) 236-1800

f (213) 236-1825

www.scag.ca.gov

Ofcers: President: Councilmember Toni Young,
Port Hueneme .. First Vic.e President: Supervisor
Vvnne Burke. Los Angeles County. Second Vice
President: Supervisor Gary Ovitt. San Bernardino
County. Immediate Past President: Mayor Pro
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Jo Shields. Brawley

Los Angeles County: Yvonne Br¡Ühwaite Burke,
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Gene Daniels, Paramount .. Mike Dispenza.
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Gabelich. Long Beach" David Gaffn, Downey ..
Erk Garcett, Los An~eles .. Wendy Greuel, Los
Angeles" Frank Gurulé. Cudahy. James Hahn.
Los Angeles" lanicE' Hahn. Los Angeles" Isadore
Hall. Compton .. Keith W. Hanks, Azusa .. Tom
laBonge, Los Angeles" Paula Lantz, Pomona ..
Martin Ludlow, Los Angeles" Cindy Miscikowski,
Los Angeles . Paul Nowatka, Torrance .. Pam
O'Connor. Santa Monica .. Alex PadiHa, Los
Angeles" Bernard Parks. Los Angeles" lun Perry,
Los Angeles .. Ed Reyes, Los Angeles .. Greig
Smith.: Los Angeles. Tom Sykes, Walnut.. Paul
Talbot, Alhambra. Sidney Tyler, Pasadena" Tonia
Reyes Uranga, long Beach" Antonio Vilaraigosa.
Los Angeles .. Dennis Washburn. Calabasas" Jack
Weiss. Los Angeles" Bob Yousefial1, Glendale ..
Dennis line. Los Angeles

Ornge County: Chris Norby, Orange County c
Christine Barnes. La PaimLl .. John Beauman, Brea
.. Lou Bone. Tustin" Art Brown. Buena Park ..
Richard Chavez. Anaheim .. Debbie Cook.
Huntington Beach . Cathryn DeYoung, Luguna
Njguel" Richard Di::on. L1ke Forest.. Marilyn Poe,
los Alamitos .. iod Ridgewuy. Newport Beach

Riverside County: Jeff Stone, Riverside County"
Thomas Buckley. lake Elsinore c Bonnie
Flickinger. Moreno Valley .. Ron loveridge,
Riverside .. Greg Petts. Cathedral City .. Ron
Roberts, Temecula

San Bernardino County: Gary Ovitt, San
Bernardino County .. Lawrence Dale. Barstow"
Paul Ealon, Montclair" lee Ann Garcia, Grand
Terrace" Tim Jasper. Town of Apple Valley .. Larry
McCallon. Highland" Deborah Robertson, Rialto c
Alan Wapner. Ontario

Ventura County: Iud', Mikels, Ventura County"
Glen Becerra. S¡mÎ Valley .. Carl Morehouse, San
Biienavenlura . Toni Young, Port Hueneme

Orange County Transportation AuthQrity: Lou
(aired, County of Orange

Riverside County Tlinsporttion Commission:
Robin Lowe, Hcmet

Ventura County Transportation Commission:
Keith Millhouse, Moorpark

t¡ Primed onRcccli:dPaprr WJ.5/1!o~

May 25, 2005

Mr. Donald Dean, Environmental Officer
Community Development Commission of the
County of Los Angeles
2 Coral Circle
Monterey Park, CA 917557425

RE: SCAG Clearinghouse No. i 20050311 Stephen D. Sorensen Park
General Improvements Project

Dear ML Dean:

Thank you for submitting the Stephen D. Sorensen Park General
Improvements Project for review and comment. As areawide clearinghouse
for regionally significant projects, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans,
projects and programs with regional plans. This activity is based on SCAG's
responsibilities as a regional planning organization pursuant to state and
federal laws and regulations. Guidance provided by these reviews is intended
to assist local agencies and project sponsors to take actions that contribute to
. the attainment of regional goals and policies.

We have reviewed the Stephen D. Sorensen Park General Improvements
Project, and have determined that the proposed Project is not regionally
significant per SCAG Intergovernmental Review (IGR) Criteria and California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15206). Therefore, the
proposed Project does not warrant comments at this time. Should there be a

change in the scope of the proposed Project, we would appreciate the opportunity
to review and comment at that time.

A description of the proposed Project was published in SCAG's May 1-15, 2005
Intergovernmental Review Clearinghouse Report for public review and comment.

The pïoject title and SCAG Clearinghòuse number should be used in a!!
correspondence with SCAG concerning this Project. Correspondence should be
sent to the attention of the Clearinghouse Coordinator. If you have any questions,
please contact me at (213) 236-1945. Thank you.



Letter 2

COMMNTOR: Gary T.K. Tse. Director. Facilities Planing Bureau. County of Los Angeles
Sheriffs Deparent

DATE: May 23, 2005

RESPONSE:

The commenter states the proposed project would not significantly affect the Sheriffs
Deparent with the exception of "as needed" assistace for major events. It is not anticipated
that the proposed park expansion would involve major events needing on-site securty or that
would necessitate the expansion of Sheriffs or Police Deparent facilities. As such, impacts to
the County Sheriffs Deparent and County Police Departent would not be significant under
CEQA or NEP A.

The Sheriffs Deparent also provides comments with respect to several specific topics, as
described below.

Increase in Crime Rate

The commenter notes that the increase in crime due to the project would be minimal, but again
states that additional personal may be needed for major events. As discussed above, it is not
anticipated that the proposed park expansion would involve major events requiring on-site
securty personnel or expansion of Sheriffs Deparent facilities.

Additional Staffng

The commenter notes that the proposed park expansion would not create the need for additional
full-time Sheriffs Departent personnel. This comment is noted. No response is necessar.

Additional Space

The commenter notes that the proposed park expansion would not create the need for additional
Sheriffs Deparent space. This comment is noted. No response is necessar.

Traffc and Access

The commenter notes that Sheriffs Deparent personnel may have to respond to incidents at
the park, but states that existing personnel are suffcient. The commenter reiterates that major
events may require additional personnel on a case-by-case basis. As noted above, it is not
anticipated that the park expansion would involve major events requiring on-site securty or
response.



Proiect Generated Noise

The commenter states that noise impacts would be minimal, but that futue residential
development may be affected by park-generated noise. This opinion is consistent with the
conclusions of the EA/D. Any futue residential development proposed in the vicinity of the
park would need to address potential noise issues as par of a separate environmental review.



County of Los Angeles
Sheriff's Department Headquarters

4700 Ramona Bouleard

Monterey Park, Califrnia 91754-2169
I,rNny ïJ. 7Jaca, Ôh(,:á!í

May 23, 2005

Donald Dean, Environmental Officer
Community Development Commission of the
County of Los Angeles
2 Coral Circle
Monterey Park, California 91755-7425

Dear Mr. Dean:

REVIEW OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT
DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

STEPHEN D. SORENSEN PARK GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

This is in response to your letter dated May 6, 2005, for the above identified project. We have
completed our review and assessment of the project description and plans. For our comments
please see the attached letter from Gordon E. Carn, AlCaptain of the Lancaster Sheriffs Station.

We would like to emphasize that the proposed project site is located in the jurisdiction of the Los
Angeles County Police, with the California Highway Patrol handling traffc issues. Therefore, no
significant impacts are anticipated to the service level of the Sheriff's Department with exception
of "as-needed" assistance from Sheriff's Department in support of major events scheduled at the
park.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. Mike Kameya, of my
staff at (626) 300-3013.

Sincerely,

LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF

~¡1\~
Gary T. ~~e, Director
Facilities ~~~ning Bureau

71 Jrarhli(Hl 0/0eruice c5ince 1 o50



Mr. Donald Dean

GTKT:MKmkljh

Attachments

-2-

cc: Gordon E. Carn, A/Captain, Lancaster Sheriff's Station
Wallace Fullerton, Lieutenant, Lancaster Sheriff's Station
Victor Rampulla
Adrianne Ferree

Matt Rodriguez
Mike Kameya
Chrono
File
(EIR-DMND-StephenD.SorensenPark)

May 23, 2005

RECEIVED~----
i M,AY 2 7 2005 !j Ir- r-,, !\.r j,, 1\1 T
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Clnuntl! nf 1I ns 1\ngeleø
~heriff'ø IDepartment 1!enbquarterø

4700 JRmnona 1!ouIebnro

JJontere!! 'nrh, ClaIifornin !U754 - 2169
LEROY D. 8ACA. SHERIFF

(661) 948-8466

May 16, 2005

Ga T. K. Tse, Dirctor
Sheriffs Facilties Planing Bureau
1000 South Fremont Avenue
Building A-9, Eat 51h Floor Nort
Alhambra Californa 91803

Dea Mr. Tse:

We are in receipt of your request for comment regarding the Draf Mitigated Negative
Declartion for the improvement project at Stephen D. Sorenson Park. Members of my sta and
I have,reviewed the draf declartion and are makng the following recommendations regarding
the necessity of servce level enhancements to accommodate the expansion of the park.

. Increase In Crime Rate: The anticipated increase in crie will be minimal. However,
site securty and routine patrol fuctions are the responsibilty of the Los Angeles .County
Police. It is recommend that you inquire with the County Police, Offce of Public Safety,
to solicit comments regardIig potential impact on their operations. As it relates to
Sheriffs operations, no significant impact is anticipated during nonnal park operations.
However, in the event of a major event that could be scheduled at the. park, additional
personnel would be required on an as-needed basis.

. Configuration I Design: We have no specific concerns regarding this subject.

. Additional Staffing: The operational hours of the park appea to be primarly durng
nonnal day hours. Consequently, the need for additional personnel ~ould be confned to
these hour. As is indicated above, we remmend that you solicit comments ftom the
County Police regardig additional staffng. As it relates to Sheriffs operations, no
additional personnel should be required on a full-tie basis.

.7 D'rachYion oj cSeroice -
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Stephen D. Sorensen Park -2- May 16, 2005

· Additional Space: No additional offce space or space dedicated at the current Sheriff's
Station (Lancaster) will be required.

· Traffc And Access: The area in question is presently in the unncorporated area of Los

Angeles County. Consequently, issues regarding traffc matters, vehicular access and
motor vehicle collsions would be the purew of the California Highway Patrol (CHP).
However, knowing the staffng limitations of the CHP and the curent operational issues

presently encountered by our personnel, as well as other Sheriffs patrol operations, it is
quite possible that our personnel wil be required to step in and provide law enforcement
fuctions that would normally be provided by the CHP. Existing personnel shoold-öë- --
suffcient to address issues at the park pending the arival of the CHP. However, in the
event of a major event that could be scheduled át the park, additional personnel would be
required on an as-needed basis. .

· Project Generated Noise: The general area of the proposed park is in an area of sparse
population. There are few homes in the area and the impact should be minmal. Futue
residential development may be impacted by the noise generated by the park.

I trt that ths inormation wil be helpfu in the development of the draf declaration. If you or

. members of your sta require additional information, please feel free to contact Lieutenant
Wallace Fullerton, of my sta, at 661-940-3835.

Sincerely,~BAL
Gordon E. Car, NCaptain
Lancaster Station



Letter 3

cOMMNTOR: Cheryl J. Powell. IGR/CEOA Program Manager. Distrct 7. California
Departent of Transportation

DATE: June 2, 2005

RESPONSE:

The commenter suggests that the County consider and implement trck-management plans for
hauling of dirt to the site and suggests that trips involving large trcks on state highways be
limited to off-peak hours. The commenter also notes that any oversized vehicles on state
highways would need a transportation permit from Caltrans. The County wil implement
standard constrction management approaches for all on-site constrction activity. It is
anticipated that haul trps wil occur primarly durng off-peak hours as drvers tyically wish to
avoid delays associated with peak hour traffic. Constrction contractors wil obtain any permits
needed from Caltrans prior to initiation of work.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-BUSINESS TRNSPORT AnON AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRASPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNG
IGR/CEQA BRACH
100 SOUTH MAIN STREET
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606
PHONE (213) 897-3747
FAX (213) 897-1337

Flex your power!
Be energy effcient!

Mr. Donald Dean
Los Angeles County Communty Development Commssion
2 Coral Circle, Monterey Park, CA 91755

June 2, 2005

Dear Mr. Dean:

Re: Sorensen Park General Improvements Project

Mitigated Notice Declaration -- SCH No. 2002041009
IGR/CEQA No.050541/EK

We have received the NEPA Environmental Assessment (EA) and supporting Appendices A
though D for the Sorensen Park General Improvements Project, referenced at above right.
The park is to be expanded from 3 to 15 acres, with addition of a communty building and
various new recreational facilities and parking spaces. On page 2 of the EA, it is stated that
an estimated 9,450 cubic yards of fill material would be imported. For the California State
Deparent of Transportation (Caltrans), we have the following comments on it.

Noting the large amount of haul material, we recommend that the applicant consider trck-
management plans and develop such plans if and when needed. We ask for avoidance of .
excessive or poorly timed caravans of trcks (trck platooning), even on days when many
trck trps per day to or from a location might seem desirable. We also ask that large size
trck trps on State highways tyically be limited to periods other than peak commute times.

We fuher note that constrction of specialized facilities might be associated with this
Project, possibly requiring special equipment. Therefore we remind you that transportation
of heavy constrction equipment and/or materials, or other special equipment, which requires
the use of oversized-tranort vehicles on State highways would require a transportation
pennit from Caltrans.

If you have any questions regarding our comments, refer to our internal IGR/CEQA Record
Number 050541/EK, and please do not hesitate to contact our review coordinator Edwin
Kampman at (213) 897-1346 or to contact me at (213) 897-3747.

Sincerely,

~~~
CHERYL J. POWELL
IGR/CEQA Program Manager, Caltrans District 7

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearnghouse

"Caltrans improves mobility across California"



Letter 4

cOMMNTOR: Terr Roberts, Director. State Clearinghouse. State of California Governor's
Office of Planning and Research

DATE: June 7, 2005

RESPONSE:

The commenter notes that the LACDC has complied with the State Clearinghouse review
requirements for draft environmental documents and attches a letter from the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), Lahontan Region. The comments from the
RWQCB are addressed in the response to Letter 5.



S TAT E OF C A L I FOR N I A

Governor's Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

i. Of PUM..
ti~!õ ~"'I.q..... 'f§ * ."ff ¡:,. .. æ'J.~.!J
"Ia OF CALlfO#'

Arold
Schwarenegger

Governor

Sean Walsh.
Director

June 7, 2005

Donald Dean
City of Los Angeles Communty Development Commssion
2 Cora Circle
Monterey Park, CA 91755

Subject: Sorensen Park General Improvements Project
SCH#: 2005051033

Dear Donald Dean:

The State Clearighouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for
review. On the enclosed. Document Details Report please note tht the Clearighouse has listed the state
agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on June 6, 2005, and the comments from.
the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If ths comment package is not in order, please notify the
State Cleaainghouse imediately. Please refer to the project's ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in
futue cOrrespondence so tht we may respond promptly. .

Please note that Section 21 i 04( c) of the Californa Public Resources Code states that:

"A responsible or other public agency shall only mae- substantive comments regarding those
activities involved in a project which are withn an area of expertse of the agency or which are
required to be cared out or approved by the agency. Those comments shaH be supported by

specific documentation."

These comments are forwarded for use in preparng your final environmental document. Should you need
more inormtion.or clarfication of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
commenting agency directly.

This letter, acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearighouse review requirements for draft
envirqnmental documents, pursuant to the Californa Envirommental Quality Act. Please contact the State
Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review process.

Sincerely,. ~.~
Director, State Clearighouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 TETH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRANTO, CALIFORN 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 ww.opr.ca.gov



Letter 5

COMMENTOR: Hisam A. Baqai. Supervising Engineer. California Regional Water Ouality
Control Board. Lahontan Region

DATE: May 24, 2005

RESPONSE:

The commenter notes that septic tank use wil acquire approval from the Los Angeles County
Health Departent and suggests that obtaining a permit does not constitute adequate mitigation.
As discussed in the MN/EA, percolation testing conducted on-site indicates that site can
handle the design flows for the proposed septic system. Significant impacts relating to the
operation of the on-site septic system have not been identified; therefore, mitigation is not
required. The County wil obtain necessary permits for the operation of an on-site septic tank
and comply with any permit conditions. .



¡'~~ California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Lahontan Region

Alan C. Lloyd Ph.D.
Agency Secretary

Victorvile Offce
1440 Civic Drive, Suite 200, Victorvile, California 92392

(760) 241-6583. Fax (760) 241-7308

htt://ww.waterboards.ca.gov /lahontan

Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

To:
Address:

State Clearnghouse
PO Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Date: May 24, 2005

COMMENTS ON: DRAT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARTION FOR THE
SORENSEN PAR GENERA IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, SAN BERNARINO
COUNTY

Please refer to the items checked for staff comments on the above-referenced project:

( ) The proposal does not provide enough information to determine the tye of wastewater

disposal system that will be used (i.e. septic system, sewer, etc.).

() Discharge of any material other than domestic wastewater to an onsite septic tan

wastewater disposal system is prohibited unless a Report of Waste Discharge is filed with
the Regional Board.

() The proposed project deals with a non-sewage discharge to land and may need to be

regulated by the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board. Therefore, the County
must require the proponents to -contact the Regional Board for fiing of a complete report
of waste discharge.

() The proposed project appears to exceed the Regional Board's 500 gallon per acre per day

limitation on the discharge to septic tank disposal systems. Please address how this
requirement will be met in the document and proposed proj ect design.

( ) The proposal does not provide enough information to determine if the Regional Board's

500 gallon per acre per day limitation of the discharge to septic tank disposal systems is
exceeded. Please address in the document how this requirement will be met.

() The proposed project is located in an area where septic tank disposal systems are

prohibited unless an exemption is requested and granted by the Regional Board. If the
project proponent intends to request an exemption, the environmental document must
contain the i1úormation necessar to make the findings for an exemption (Please review
the exemption criteria contained in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan

California EnvironmentalProtection Agency
~
~cJ Recycled Paper



State Clearinghouse - 2 - May 24, 2005

Region (Basin Plan) accessible on the Regional Board's homepage
(ww.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb6 ).

( J The project may require development of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and a

NPDES General Industral Stormwater Permit. This permit is accessible on the State
Board's Homepage (ww.swrcb.ca.gov). Best Management Practices must be used to
mitigate project impacts. The environmenta document must describe the mitigation
measures or Best Management Practices.

( J The project appears to propose a discharge of waste to surface water. Therefore an .
NPDES permit for the project may be necessar. Describe potential impacts to surace
water quaity and beneficial uses of water. Also describe measures to be taken to reduce
pollutant loading to surace waters to meet numerical and narative water quality
objectives contained in the Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region
(ww.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb6).

( J The proposed project may result indischaages of waste that may need to be regulated by

the Regional Board. Please review the general pemiits and the Water Quaity Control
Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan) accessible on the Regional Board's homepage
( ww.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb6).
(provide more specific information hen:: on the tye of waste or form ofregulation)

( J Please require wrtten confrmation from the project proponent that they obtain Regional

Board concurrence before approving ths project.

( J The project may require a Federal Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality

Certification from the Regional Board. Application forms can be found at our web site(ww.swrcb:ca.gov/rwqcb6) .
( J The proposal does not provide specific information on impacts to wetlands (or in the

Lake Tahoe Basin, Stream Environment Zones). The Environmental Document needs to
quantify these impacts. Discuss purose of project, need for wetland disturbance, and
altematives (avoidance, minimize disturbances and mitigation). Mitigation must be
identified in environmental document including timing of constrction. Mitigation must
replace fuctions and values of wetlands lost (at a minimum, 1.5 times the area disturbed
should be restored)

( J Regional Board staffhas determined that this project wil not have a significant effect on
water quality as proposed.

( J Regional Board staffwill make additional comments after a more detailed review is

complete.

California Environmental Protection Agency
~
~J Recycled Paper



State Clearinghouse - 3 - May 24, 2005

( ) Project may result in spils that wil adversely impact ground and surface waters. Include

spil contingency measures in the environmental document.

( X ) Other: Septic tank use approval from the Los Angeles County Health Deparent is

required.

Please note that obtainig a pennt and conducting monitoring does not constitute adequate
mitigation. Developmènt and implementation of acceptable mitigation is required.

Sincerely
Print Name

Title
Phone No.

E-Mail

~..
Hisam A.. Baqai
Supervising Engineer
(760) 241-7325
hbaqai~waterboards.ca.gov .

~

. x:\CEQA /Sorenesen Park

California Environmental Protection Agency
nr
~J Recycled Paper



SECTION 4
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program



Sorensen Park Improvements Environmental Assessment
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

CEQA requires that a reportig or monitoring program be adopted for the conditions of project
approval that are necessary to mitigate or avoid signicant effects on the environment (Public
Resources Code 21081.6). The mitigation monitoring and reportig program is designed to ensure

compliance with adopted mitigation measures during project implementation. For each mitigation
measure recommended in the Envionmental Assessment, specifications are made herein that
identi the action required and the monitoring that must occur. In addition, a responsible agency

is identiied for verifing compliance with individual conditions of approval contained in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reportig Program (MMRP).

In order to implement ths MMRP, the Communty Development Commssion wil designate a
Project Mitigation Monitoring and Reportig Coordinator ("Coordiator"). The coordinator wi
be responsible for ensuring that the mitigation measures incorporated into the project are complied
with during project implementation. The coordinator wil also distribute copies of the MMRP to
those responsible agencies identied in the MMRP, which have partial or full responsibilty for
implementig certain measures. Failure of a responsible agency to implement a mitigation
measure wil not in any way prevent the lead agency from implementig the proposed project.

The following table wil be used as the coordiator's checklst to determie compliance with
required mitigation measures.

Los Angeles County Community Development Commission
1
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FIGURE 1
Regional Location
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FIGURE 2
Project Vicinity
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FIGURE 3
Views of the Project Site
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FIGURE 4
Views of the Project Site
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FIGURE 5 '
Views of the Project Site
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FIGURE 6
Site Plan
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FIGURE 7
San Buenaventura Research Associates



SAN BUENA VENTU~A ~ESEA~CI= ASSOCIA TES MEMORANDUM

1328 Woodland Drive · Santa Paula CA . 93060 805/525-1909
Fax 805/525-1597

sbra& histo ri cresou rce. com
www.historicresources.com

To: Joe Power, Rincon Consultants

From: Judy Triem, San Buenaventura Research Associates
Date: 4 October 2004

Re: Secton 106 Evaluation, Sorensen Park Improvements

1. Description of Undertaking

The Los Angeles County Community Development Commission plans to use federal funds to expand
Sorensen Park, located at 16801 Avenue "P" in Lake Los Angeles, from three to fifteen acres. The existing
park will remain intact. Improvements to the new fifteen acre section wil include two lighted basketball
courts, one lighted general purpose soccer field, and a lighted baseball field with concrete bleachers and
dugout. A community building of approximately 3,500 to 4,000 square feet wil also be constructed.

2. Area of Potential Effect

The Area of Potential Effect (APE) includes the project site itself (APN 3073-008) and the adjacent park.

3. Description of Location of Undertaking

The project site is a fifteen acre vacant site adjacent to the existing Sorensen Park on the north and west.
Sorensen Park contains three acres that include restrooms, picnic tables, play equipment, a parking lot
and landscaping, surrounded by a chainlink fence.

4. Historic Resources/National Register Determination

HistoricaL Background

The Lake Los Angeles area apparently was originally called Wilsona. A Wilsona School District was
established by 1916 and the Wilsona Post Offce was established in 1917. Today there is an area north of
Lake Los Angeles called Wilson a Gardens. In the area of Lovejoy Springs, northwest of the project site,
there was once a dam as early as 1911 and small scale irrigation accompanied by cattle ranching. The
Lovejoy Springs and Buttes area was used for filming between 1959 and 1967. Several movies as well as
TV series were shot here including complete episodes of Bonanza.

The unincorporated community of Lake Los Angeles, in Los Angeles County, was established in 1968 with
the creation of an artificial lake south of the dam. and has been extensively developed with single family
residences. The USGS Map for the area, Lovejoy Buttes, indicates no buildings on the project site or in the

immediate area prior to 1990. This map was surveyed in 1957 and updated in 1992. Originally called Lake
Los Angeles Park when it was completed in 1996, it was renamed in honor of Stephen Sorensen, a twelve

year veteran with the Los Angeles Sheriffs Department who served in Lake Los Angeles. Sorensen died in

August 2003.

NationaL Register Eligibility

The criteria for determining eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) have
been developed by the National Park Service. Properties may qualify for NRHP listing if they:

A. are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or

B. are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
C. embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that



represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

D. have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

According to the National Register of Historic Places guidelines, the "essential physical features" of a
propert must be present for it to convey its significance. Further, in order to qualify for the NRH P, a
resource must retain its integrity, or "the ability of a propert to convey its significance."

The seven aspects of integrity are: Location (the place where the historic propert was constructed or the
place where the historic event occurred); Design (the combination of elements that create the form, plan,

space, structure, and style of a propert); Settng (the physical environment of a historic propert);
Materials (the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period of time and
in a partcular pattern or configuration to form a historic propert); Workmanship (the physical evidence of
the crafts of a partcular culture or people during any given period of history or prehistory); Feeling (a

property's expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a partcular period of time), and; Association
(the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic propert).

The minimum age criteria for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) is 50 years. Properties less
than fifty years old may be eligible for listing on the NRHP if then can be regarded as "exceptionaL."

Because the site is vacant and there are no buildings to evaluate, the National Register criteria does not

apply under Criteria A, Band C. The adjacent park within the APE was recently established and does not
meet the fift year minimum age criteria. However, under Criterion D, a recent archaeological
investigation determined that the Lovejoy Springs Site, CA-LAN-192, is considered eligible under

Criterion D, at the local level, as it "has the potential to yield important information concerning the
prehistory of the Antelope Valley region within the Mohave Desert. The site consists of an intact, buried
deposit associated with bedrock mortars and human burials. The site contains valuable prehistoric
research potential at the local and regional levels." (Padon & Love:2004)

In conclusion, there are presently no known buildings within the APE that are listed or eligible for listing
on the National Register of Historic Places. However, there is the potential for significant archaeological

resources.

5. Information from Local Organizations

No information was collected from local organizations.

6. Selected Sources

California Historical Landmarks, 1990

Ethnic Survey, Los Angeles County entries.

Federal Register Listings through January, 2003

Los Angeles County Assessor Information

Los Angeles Public Library, California Index for Wilsona and Lake California has citations from L.A. Times
Valley News, 3/5/1990.

Padon, Beth, and Love, Bruce. Phase I Archaeological Review of Site CA-LAN-192 at Stephen Sorensen

Community Park, Los Angeles County, California. September 27, 2004.

USGS Map, Lovejoy Buttes, 1957, updated to 1992.
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PHOTO 1. 16801 Avenue P, Lake Los Angeles, view facing northwest of proposed project area (1 October
2004).

PHOTO 2. View facing west of proposed project area adjacent to park (1 October 2004).
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PHOTO 3. View facing southwest from project site showing existing park in background (1 October 2004).

PHOTO 4. View of project site facing southeast (1 October 2004).
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Appendix A
Soils Reports
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
Established 1965

739 N. MAN STREET, ORAGE, CALIFORNIA 92868 PHONE: (714) 771-6911 FAX: (714) 771-278

Soil Engineering, Geology And Environmental Engineering
Material Testing And Inspections

Febru 28, 2005

Job No: ENGR-9145A-00-05

Owner and Client: Pruss . Rose - rsi
801 Nort Harbor Boulevard

Fulerton, Californa 92832 .

Civi Engineer: Walden and Associates
2252 Whte Road, Suite B
. Ire, Californa 92614

Approvig Agency: County of Los Angeles,
Deparent of Public Works
900 South Freemont Avenue
Los Angeles, Calorna 91803

Job Location: 10681 Avenue ~'P", Lake Los Angeles"
Los Angeles, Californa 92835

Project: Stephen Sorensen Park, LA Conn.ty

Subject: Section III Statement

. Plan Check Nuniber: ?

References:

1. Preliar Foundati.on Soils Investigation Report No. ENGR-9145-00-05, dated
4-4-00, by Geo-Etka, Inc.

2. Percolation Test - Sewage System Design Report No P9145-00, dated 4-5-00, by

Geo-Etka,Inè.

3. Geotechncal Review and Report Update No: ENGR-9145-00-05 dated 1-19-05,

by Geo-Etka, IDC.

4. Gradig Plan set dated 12-6-04, by the project civil engieer.

1



.... .. GEO-ETKA INC.
Job No: ENGR-9145A..OO-o5

Based on our telephone conversations with Mr. Brian Smith of the County of Los
Angeles, Calforna, ¡'Following is Section il Statement".

Section il Statement

Based upon tests conducted as outlined in ths and applicable referenced reports, and if
grade in accordance with our recommendations and properly maitaed, it is the opinon
of the undersigned, a duly registered engineer, that (1) the proposed grding wil be safe
agait hazard ftom landslides, settement or. slippage and that, (2) the proposed
gradig wi have no adverse effect on the geologic stabilty of the propert outside the
graded site. The natue, and extent of tests conducted for the puroses of tts declaration

generaly accepted practices in tts area. Test fidigs and statements of professiona

opinon do not consttute a guarantee.

Note that no buidings are planed to be constrcted in tls phase.

Questions, if any, should be diected to our offce.

Respectfully Submitted,
. GEO-ETKA, INC.

/i
¡

'.

\
--

Gh~.
Civil Engineer
C-038344, Expires 3-31-07

.,
"

/'i
..t

, '.

,\ l ~i- \.. "'''¡ \. -. .. ~"
Ahed Al, President
REA No. 04808
Expires 6-30-05

GAKANg

2
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
Established 1965

Soil Engineering, Geology And Environmental Engineering
Material Testing And Inspections

-' - (714) :771-6911
ORANGE-MAIN BUSINESS PARK

739 N;"MAIN .STREET, ORANGE, CA 92868-1105

FAX (714) 771-1278 .



. G'Eq~ETKA, INC.
Established 1865

"

739 N. MAIN STREET. ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92868-
. .

PHONE: (74) 771-6911 FAX: q14) 771-27a .

:~ . .

Soli. Engineering, Geolagy And ënvlronmental. Engineering .'
. . Materlal Testing And Inspections

. .

PRELIMINARY FOUNDATION SOILS EXPLORATION
AND

PAVEMENT DESIGN RECOMMNDATIONS

AT

"Lake Los Angelès Park"
.Avenue liP"

Lake Los Angeles
Los Angel~s, California

FOR

Purk.ls.s:.Rose-rsi.
801 North Harbor Boulevard
Fullerton, Cali~ornia 92832

RECEIVED

. APR'O 6 2000

PURKISS ROSE"RfJX
Dåte: April 4, 2000
Job No: FR-9l45-00
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO:. FR-9145-00

"

. Sco-pe

This report presents the'resuits of our Founaation 'Soils . Explora-. tion and Pavement Design Recommenda~ions of the site of .the
proposed constructton to be located at "Lake Lqs' Ang.eIes Park",
Avenue "P", Lps ~ngeles . California .
. The physical' location an.d approximate dimensions 'of the sìte are..
shown' on the attaqhed Plot. Plan, Plate "A". . This. plans accuracy
is as good as was submitted to our of~ice, for dimension of the

:. property ,u~e plans by surveyors or civil ~ngt~eers.
An ihvestigation was authorized to' determine the existing soil

. .conditions' at the site and to provide data and specific .recommen-
dations ;relative to the foundation design for the proposed
structure(s) in accordance with our proposal dated 3~2i~OO.

Refer to Appendix II for an explanation of' the limitations in-
herent in this field.
Proposed Construction

~ .
. '--It is planned to construct a rest-room, a shelter, back stops, a..

multipurpose field, lighted 'baseba.ll' courts and a lighted ball
field with a 60 to 70. feet tall sports field lighting poles.
Driveways, planters -and lands.caping cornplet~s' the Lake Los An-.
geles Park proj eet.

This preliminary report is issued for. the above -design values.
If the final project parameters, Le. l?uilding size, building
location, foundation loads etc. vary significantly. from those
noted above' this office . should be notified. At that time, this

. report will be revised to comply with the new d~sign values.

This report is prepared for the client/qwner, the project en-
gineers and the governing agencies. Use of its contents by third
parties will be at their own risk.

Chemical testing for detection of hydrocarbons or other potential
contaminants is beyond the scope of this. report. Environmental
asses.s~ent is not a part of the work undertaken.

1



GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

. .

site Condition

The site of: :the proposed construction addition' is' an existing.
park facility fully developed. It is. fairly level, with rolling
surfaces' down towards the dry base bed.' .

With riiference to the site investigated., it is bounded Qn the
West by Avenue ~IP", on the other'3 sides by yacant 'land. . All of
the adj oining properties have matching contqurs.

Weeds and trees and other struct~res forms the ground cover and
is landscaped and maintained by the park de~artment.

Soil Condition

The on site s61"1 is composed of a layer of silty clay, clayey
sand, sandy 'silt and silty sand with gravel extending to the
depth of the borings, 20 feet. Note that soil variations in. soil
type may occur between the borings. Some of the 5 borings were
terminated due to the presence of gravel..

For a detail. soil classificat~op, refer to the logs of the
borings, Plates liB-I" through. "B-S". .

Ground water W~s noted in borings along the dry lake bed only.

Man-placed 'fill was encountered during the course of the field
investigation. Al fill in the area of planned construction must
be removed. to firm native soil and replaced as compacted soil
tested to at least 90% of .its relative dry density:

Exploration

The subsurface was explored by drilling 5. J;orings, 6 inches in
diameter, to a maximum depth of 20 feet below the existing ground
surface. The borings were placed in strategic locations where
the maj or structure is to be constructed in a manner to determine
the subsurface conditions. Approximate locations of the borings
are showp on the åttached Flot Plan, Plate nAil.

All of the borings were logged by our soils technician. Samples'
of both undisturbed and disturbed soils encountered were obtained
for laboratory testing and observation. Logs of the borings are
shown on Flates "B-'i." through "B-S".

2....
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
JOB NO: FR~9i45-00

. . . . .

Exploration (~ont'd1

~he soils are classified in accordance with the Unified Soil
Classification System. described on an attached Plate. This Plate
also show~ the type of sampler ~sed' in obtaining' undisturb~dsamples. . .' .
Laboratorv Testinq

The 'field moisture content and dry densities of the soils encoun-
tered were determined by performing tests on the undisturbed .
. sample's. The resul ts of these tests ar~ shown. on the Logs of
Borings, 'Plate;; JlB,.i". th::ough "B-8".. Density and field' 'moisture
information is useful as indicators of the nature and quality. of

. the material.
Direct shear tests' were 'performed on selected, remolded and un-'
disturbed samples of the soils in order to determine the..'
.strengths and supporting capacities of the' soils. The method of
performing these tests is to saturate the sample; to. extrude' the
s'ample into the test apparatus, to apply the' normal load," and
then to allow sufficient. time to elap~eto. dissipate any excess
hydrostatic. .pressure. The sample is then. subject.ed to a strain-
'controlled single plane shear test. The metl;od', of applyipg- the
normal and shearing' load is such as to allow the sample to change
.in volume withoùt producing an aSsociated change in the. 'normal
stress. Tne. shearing. stress is measured. at :a constant rate of
strain of approximately o. 05 inches per minute.. .Selected sample? of soil. were' tested at confining pressures
.similar to those of the materials in-situ. Additional. specimens
from the same samples were also tested at increaséd normal pres-
sures in order to determine the increase in shear strengths as-
sociated with increased intergranular pressure. The test results
are plotted. graphically on Plates IIC-1" and "C-211. The resultingvalues are as follows: .
Soil Tvpe

Angle of Internal
Friction (deqrees)

Cohesion
(p.s.f.)

Silty sand
Silty sand
Silty sand
Silty sand
Sandy ~ilty clay *
Sandy clay *

27
24 1/2
25
32

125
20

200
90

* Denotes remolded sampl es .

-3
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GEO- ETKA; INC.
JOB NO: ~R-9l45-00

Laboratory' Testing (cant ''d). .
Consolidation testt3 were performed on ,saturated. spec.imens of the
typical foundations soils. ..Consol idometers are designed to
receive the ~ndisturbed soil samples and' brass rings in the fieldcondition. . .
p'orous stones '.placed at the top and bottom of éElch specimen per-
mit. free flow of water into or from the. specimen during the test.
Successive load. increments were 'app.lied to' the top of' the
specimen and progressive and final settlements under each incre-
~ent were recorded to an ~ccuracy of '0.0001 inch. The final
: settlements' so obtained are plptted to determine curves shown on
Plates uD-l" through "D-4".

CONCLUSIONS

Suitability of the Project

The site is suitable for its intended use, namely a concession
. stand, a handball court and light stands. In designing the
proposed structures, the criteria gi v~n in. the design section
.should b~ adhered to.

. A) . The construction of this proj ect will not affect the
stability of the surrounding structures, such as walls,
electric poles, etc~, provided all precautions needed are
'followed.

B) The latest applicable unified building code is to be fol-
lowed as required.

C) This report is subj ect to approval .by the governingagencies.

strenqth Characteristics

The load bearing soils possess strength paramE?ters adequate to
support the proposed construction.'

Expansion Potential

The on site surficial soil is classified as slightly expansive
,with an expansion index of 34 as per U. B. c. Standard 18-2.

4
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JOB NO: FR-9145-0'O.

. Resista'nce "R" Value

The top so~i in the proposed parking area 'was' brought to our
1aboratory a.nd tested for the Resistance "R" Val1,e,. the test data
is present~d on Plate "Ell

Subsidence and Shrinkaqe

The soil types vary significantly through out the sit~, See logs
. of borings fo~ details. For estimation purposes us~ 15% as
shrinkage and O. 1 as subsidence.

Seismic Parameters'

The seismic zone factors are. as follows per the 1997 UBC.

Soil Profile Type
Seismic Zone
Zone Factors,. Z
Seismic Coefficient (Ca)
Seismic Coefficient (CV)
Na
Nv

= SD
= 4- 0.40
= 0.44Na
= 0.64Nv
= 1.0
= 1.2

RECOMMENDATIONS

Foundation Ues iqn

The .proposed building should be designed for a soil beåring
capacity of 1,400 p.s.f.', for 15 inches wide and 18 inches deep
footings resting on a pad of 18 inch thick compacted soil. .

End bearing capacity of 3, 000 p. s. f., may be use~ for a 12 inch
diameter caisson embedded a minimum' of 15 feet into nati vesoil.
All excavations to be observed by a representative of this of-
fice.
Friction poured-in-place caissons may be designed using the fol-
lowing value for the skin friction in pounds per square foot.

Skin Friction (P. s. f. )
Depth in Feet . Driven Poured-in-Place

o
5

10
15
20
25

o
160
210
260
320
400

o
200

.300
400
500
600

5
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~

Foundation Desiqn (cont~d)

Differential' settlement. of p~les tied tQgethér with a grade beam
wiii .not exceed 114 inch:

Settlement . of the pou~éd-in-piace caissons' or 'pile will decrease
'with .thei:! depth of embedm~nt and should not be significant. No
part of .the foundation should be supported on. fill. This in-
eludes' piles, pile shafts, grade b~ams and slab.

The point of fixity of the caissons' should be taken' at the fill
native soil contact or 1/3 the depth of the embedment of the
caissons.' The greater or the 2 depths will govern.

A 'minimum clear spacing of three times the diameter of pile is
recommended, Le. on a thirty. (30) .inch ciiametér pile the center
to center distance should be at least 10 feet (10'-0").

The uplift force c~n .be take as 1/3rd the friction' value given.

. Maximum deflectión at the top of the. pile will be ii2 inch for
maximum allowaple lateral load' of 10 kips per .pile..

..The design values given may be increased 1/3 when resisting loads

. caused. by wind or seismic forces, providing the resultant size is
not less than that obtained with dead load and live load only.

The lateral force may be resisted by the passive resistance of
.the soil. The passive pressure is '260 p.c.f., of E.F.D.

The passive pressure will be resisted to the beams; the caissons,
and friction between sl~bs on grade and the soil. .

When the spacing and the efficiency of a varied condition of con-
struction is required, we suggest that the formulas in standard'
text books and in accordance with code values be utilized, for
exa~ple conv~rse-Laberren Equation may' be. used:

Efficiency = 1 - 0 . ( n - 1 ) m + (11 - 1 ) 'n90 mn
or piles installed must be observed by GEO-ETKA,All caissons

INC.
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"

'.

Earth . Pressures

Lateral loads will be' resisted by the friction between the' floor
slab and subgrade as well. as' the passive resistance of the soils
against footings. A coefficient of friction of. 0.4 may be .used
between slabs, footings and subgrade. . The passive resistance of .
. the soil .may be taken tQ be 260.p.c.f. of E.r.P. "

The active lateral soil pressure may bé taken 'as 40 p.c..f., of
E.F.P.
Active pre?sure must be adj usted for all surcharge loads.
Slab on Grade

Due to the. expansive nature of the foundation soils, it is recom-
mended that continuous footings should be reinforced with at
least one number 4 bar, at the top and at the .bottom. Isolated
. pad footings need not be reinforced' for soils reasons;' however,.
they may be reinforced from a structural point of view.

The slabs on grade be at least 4 inches thick and be reinforced
with Number 3 bars. at 18 inches on center. Thi~ should be undèr-
lain by a ~oisture barrier. . . .'. .

. The moisture barrier should consist of 4 inches of clean, uniform
si.zed, crushed rock or clean medium to coarse sand.

The sand should be placed such that it should be "a minimum of 2
inches above and 2 inches below a. 6 mil poly vinyl chloride sheet
or comparable impervious materiaL. All joints shall 'be made so
as to. preserVe the impervious material.

The above criteria are based' on the assumption that the moisture
barrier is installed and the concrete placed before the soil has
begun to show. signiticant surface cracks. Should such cracks oc-
cur, the soil should be thoroughly wetted to a depth of 18 inches
so that all cracks have disappeared..' This should occur 24 to 48
hours prior to placement of the concrete itself. .

7
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J~b 'No: FR-9145-00

. .
. .

.0

....... .
,.Pavement Design,. .. .

. . :Based on . the test results, the design sectións given below should
be approved or amended. as nec~'ssary 'by t::e ci ty p~ior to c~:m-

. . struction.
Traffic Asphal t Baserock
Index Paving Thickness Concrete
TI Use in inches in inches in inches

4.5 Auto. traffic 3 4.0 S.Oand parking'

5.5 Truck area 3 6.0 6.0
and dri veway~

We recommend use of' #3 bar at 18 inches' on center in order to
reduce concrete cracks. .

Demolition (if needed). .Special note should 'be taken during the' grading and .the demoli-
tion of the. existing structures and trees so as to locate all un-

. . derground items, e. g. pipe, conduit, storage tanks, septic' tank~,
cesspools' or leach~ng. lines, water. wells, irrigatio~ pipe', etc.

Any septic. tank found should be removed from th~ 'site.

Any seepage pit or cesspool found shall be pumped dry and filled
with clean sand. The top and sides should be broken and removed
if they are wi thin 5 feet of finished grade. If a water well, is
found it shall be cut off and capped, 5 feet below finished

. grade. .

Any ~etal pipe found shall be excavated. and cleared from the
aite. Any vitrified clay leach~~g lines may be broken in place.

Any tree that has to be removed due to the construction, should
be completely removed and. the cavity backfilled as described in
grading section.

'Any root found shall be excavated and cleared froIn the site or
mulched for future landscaping use.

8
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'.Demolition . (cont'd)

All cavities should be' cu't in a "Vii shape so that compaction
equipment wiii. not bridge .durÌ'ng grading which:. shóuld '.be con-
ducted in the manner not.ed b.elow. . . .

It is recommended that, the demoli ti.on be observed so as to.
prevent debris from remaining on. or being buried on, site. The
demolition of the below grade items .such as p~pes an~ tree root
'systems must be checked by' the soil engineer or his representa-
1:i ve.

Grading

.' .prior. to t,he controlled grading': operations, the construction area
should be stripped of all vegetation that is present and the
debris removed from the site or stockpiled and mulched for later
use in the planter areas.

The top soil should be overexcavated such that .a 3.0 feet thick
blanket ..of recompacted soil' .is . prov.ided in the .building area.
.AIl overexcavation must extend at 'least 5 fe.et beyond the
footpri~t of the structure. except when restrict~d by an adjoining
structure or' limited by a property line. Gondition.

Grading is anticipated in the development of this site. For
rei;t-room structures. provide a minimum of 3 feet of compacted
soil. . It is recommended that all surface which is 10'0se that
will support patio slabs, sidewalk or asphalt cdncrete paving,
and. all surface which will 'receive fill or backfill, be scarified
to a depth of 8 inches, watered or dried to near Optimum Moisture.
Content and' r~compacted to. a minimum of 90%.

Where fill or packfill is required, it should be placed in a max-
imumof 6 inch loose. layers and each layer compacted at ne.ar Op-:
timum Moisture Content to at least 90% èompaction. Clean on site
soils may be utilized as fill' material. Imported fill soil
should be predominantly granular, non-expansive' and capable of
developing the bearing strength required for the proj ect. All
import soil must be approved by this office prior to bringing to
the site.

9
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Gradina ( cont I'd)

When. recompacted soil. is required for footing support, the' . over
. excavation must" extend 2'/3 rd' s the width of the footing oneither side. . . .
All retaining' walls and utility' trenches backfilled should be"
tested at a maximum of 2 feat" in vertical height.

. In the parking are~, using f.ull thickness' åsphalt the soil should
"be placed and compacted to at. least 95%" of the compaction stan-
dard, if ACjAB, PCC/AB 'or PCC are utilized, . the soil may be com-

. pacted to 90% of its relative dry density.

The asphalt should be 'compacted to. at least 96% of its ma~dmum
density.

. The asphalt used should be AR 4000 or AR 8000 or equivalent.
The baserock should be per Green Book, Cal Trans Class II
Calif?rnta Specifications or equivalent.

Compaction Standard: A.S.T.M. D-1557

Water. soiuble sulphate content will be determined at the conclu-
sion of the grading if requested by the client or required. by the
approving. agencies.

EXpansion Index Test (U.B.C. 18-2) will be run at the time of
. rough grading.

A grading and a foundation plan should be submitted to this of-
fice prior to starting the grading. A pre-grade meeting is re..
quired.

-
In order for us to provide better service, a minimum of 48 hours
notice should be províded to schedule or cancel any' geotechnical
work.

GEO-ETKA, INC ~ . should be retained to observe all gradihg opera-
tions and the required testing for implementing the recommenda-
tions of. this report. If a change in the consultants occur Geo-
Etka, Inc., must be notified in writing and all. liability will
shift to the client and his consultants of record.

10



GEO': ETKA, IMC ~ .
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

Gradinq ( cont' d)

Xf conditions 'are encountered during tne design, approval by the
governing agencies, and/or ,the construction. period that appear to
be contrary to the findings of this report, this office must be
notified so that proper mOdifications'may be made.

'Respectfully submitted,
'GEO-ETKA, INC.

~ÒCU1J? j2
Javed S. Chaki P. E.
Geotechnical Engineer i
GE 197 (Expires 12-31-01)

..~~.~ ~t,
Ahmed Alii President
REA No. 04808
(Expires 6-30-00)

JSClAAlbg
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Boring One.

. Classification.

Mü Brown clayey' silt, very 'moist,
slightly firm.

Brown silty clay, very' moist,
soft.

" " " wet, soft

fine sandy, silty,
moist, wet, soft.

Brown very
clay, very

" II II slightly £tiff
End of boring.

. Depth of bag sample

II Depth of undisturbed sample

0 No recovery

2- Groundwater-
.

Vertical Scale 1 " :: 3 I

GEO"- ETKA, INC
. JOB ~O: FR~9145-00

PLATK '''B-1 II
..

. Percent

. M61sture
. Dry..

. Dens:i:f:y

4 O.~ 3 . 80 . 5

2B.4 91.B

5.2

4.4
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. GEO-ETKA, ,Il,C
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

PLAE '. !'.B-21~
'., ,

.....

. ..

Boring Two .
Classification

Percent
Mõisture

.Dry.'.
Density

. .

8M Light brown very fine to fine
sandr dry, loose.

0.7

8M Light brown, slightly silty',
fine to medium. sand, sIightly
moist, medium. de~se.

8C Brown, slightly clayey, fine .
to medium sand, moist, slightly'
dense.

CL Dark brown, fine sandy clay; 26.4
very moist, slightly. ati ff ,
s6ft.

96.4 '

SC Dark brown, clayey fine to
medium sana, very moist,
slightly stiff.

26.3

26.5

End of boring.

~ . Depth of bag sample

I! Depth of lUdisturbed sample

0 No reco"very

~ Groundwater-.
Vertical Scale i II = 3 i
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GEO-ETKA~ INC: .'
JOB NO: FR-914S-00

PLATE .' ','B-'3"

Boring Three. .
Classification

. Percent..
Mõisttte .Dry.

Densitý

M~ Light brown ~ very fine sandy
silt, dry" slightly ~oist,
medi ur firm.

ML' Brown very fine to fin~. sandy
silt, ~edium moist, slightly
to'medíum firm.

20.6 99.4
CL Dark brown, fine' sandy silty'

clay, very moist, soft toslightly stiff.

CL Brown , gray, silty clay, very
moist, soft.

21. 7 109.6

CL Brown, light gray, sandy clay
very moist, soft

End of boring. 30;4

0 Depth of bag sample

I! Depth of undisturbed sample

0 Ro recov~ry
SL Groundwater-

.

Vertical Scale I" == 3'
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Boring .Four'
Classification

. Percent
Móisture

J;;; ..... .Density
.

, .

SM

'Reddis~ 'brown silty fine to
rrediU1 sand~ medi.um. moist,'.slightly loose, "'fill.".
Light brown silty very. £ine
to fine sand, dry, loose,
"native" . . .
Brown very silty v.ery' fine
sand, moderately moist,
sl;ightly dense. .

96.9

. .

0.2
SM

8M . Light brown, s il ty fine to' . 4.8 101. 1
medium sand, moderately moist,
medium dense to .dense. . . 7'.5

8e.. Brown clayey fine to medium
sand, moist, medium dense.

8e Light brown, gray, 'clayey . fine
to' medium sand, very IIois.t,.
slightly aense..' 13.4

CL Ligh t gray, fine to medium sandy
clay, very moist, soft.

Ep.d of boring. 15.2

.:.
!" . Depth of bag sample

m Depth of undisturbed sample

0 No recovery

SL Grouudwater-
Vertical Scale

i II ;; 4 i
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Classific.ation
'. .. '.

8M' .Bro~ very silty very fine to
fine sand, sl~ghtly moist, loose.

. ML Brown clayey fine sandy silt,
moist, slightly .firm.

ML Light brown fine sandy silty
clay, very moist,' soft.

CL Light brown fine sandy clay,
very moist, soft.

SC Light brown clayey fine to medium
sand, very moist, slightly dense.

.CL Brown fine sandy, silty clay,
very moist, soft.

End- of. boring.

Depth of bag sample

Depth of undisturbed sample

No recòvery

- Groundwater

Vertical Scale i" = 2' .

GEO-ETKAr . INC :
JO~ NO:. FR~~145-00

PLATE . ".B-51~

Percent.
Móisture

14.0

15.6

18.5

,
. . ~. :". ;~: ~"~':'

. .

Dz:',
Density

.95.8

_l1S.4
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PLATE \~.B-.G '!~" " .:.,:
. . :~~::;::~ :

Boi:..ng. Six
'clã.sidfication

. .

. .

. Peraent, "... .' .D:r
'. Moisture.' Density

. .....

"".

8M B~own; light 'brown,' very' silty,
very' fine to' fine sand; 'dry,
lQas'e.. '

. .
8M . Brown, silty gravelly fine to

coarse sand with roçks, slightly
moist, deTise.

9. 1 86.7

II " very dense

Gray
3.9

II very' dense, hardII

3.8

End of boring i no penetration.

. Depth of bag sample

. Depth of. undisturbed sample

0 No recovery

sz Groundwater-.
Vertical Scale 1 II = 2l ,
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. Boring- . .aeve.n .'

Classification

. .
.8M ',. :.Reddish brown silty' f.ine to

coarse sand,' medium moist,
dense.

.8M . Light brown, very silty, very
. fine .to medium sand, dry, loose.

8M Light brown, .very silty, very
fine to medium sand with gravel
and rocks i dry, dense.

11 " .dry, s1;ightly moi.~t,very
dense

End, of boring.

at Depth of bag sample

. Depth of undisturbed sample

0 No recovery

\1' . Groundwater.

Vertical Scale i" = 2 i

.GEO-ETKA, INC
JOB' .NO: FR-914:5-00
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. Percent
'Moistue
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. Dry'
. .Density
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'GED-ETKA, J:NC
JOB NO: FR-9145-00, ,

. PLATE "S":B" . .

o'

. ,
Boring E~9'ht. .. .

Classi'fication
'. .. Percent.

. Moistue
D ..ryDensity

'.'

"

0" .., . , ., '., : 8M . Light 'reddish broWJ, slightly
. .' , : .' sil ty, gr.avelly,' fine .to 'Goar.se
.':' ..' sand, slightly. moist, med::um
\ dense.

. ..
"¡,.: .
. .' .. .'~ ... .l .....'. .. ~. ,.
-\ .. l ....

II II very dense with rocks.
3.2 97.5

51

2.4
10.1

151 End of boring..

. . Depth of bag sample

. Depth ot undisturbed sample

D. No recovery

£ Groundwater-.
Vertical Scale i" = 3 '
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Job No. FR-9145-00 'Soil Type Light brown silty very fine to medium sand
, . TEST SPECIM '. 'A .B C D" E

DATE TESTED 3-30-00 3-30-00 . 3-30-00 -;¡;o:n-nn
. 'Compac tor Air Pressure ps.i 350 350 350 350~

E- Initial Moisture . % . . 2.0 2.-0 2.0 2.'0
~ Moistùre at' Compaction % 9.5 10.5 11.0 12.6,.
H

Briquette H~ight In. 2',;'62 2.66 . .2..64 . 2.67~ i
.E-

. 
Density pef, 114.6 114. 4 114 "6 113.2Cf

,

EXUATION PRESSURE psi 794 301 244 48 ' .

EJCPANSION dial (X. 0001) 6 0: '0 0
:z . Ph '~t 1000 pounds psi 14 14 14'. 200

:z H Ph at 2000 pounds psi 27 211 29 ..38i: E-
:: .cH C, Displacement. 4...75 4.. 78 5..00 5..41c"H . turnsi: i:p. i: "R" Value 73 71 69 60i: o:ii

COltECTED "R" VALUE 75 74 . 71 65'
..
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
~, Established 1965
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'GEO-ETKA, INC..
JOB NO: FR-9145-00

LIMITATIONS

1 ~ This Geotechnicai' Report 'is based upon' data ~btained by sur~
face' reconnaissance, limited .soil test borings, labdratory test
:results, ánd preliminary engi~eering anaiysis~ No inf~rence'
shoulçi be dráwn. from. the la:qguage of the report that the ~cope of
the investigation was aný wider. It must be understood that al-

. . though the observed and reported conditions are considered: repre-
sentative, local variations of gedlogic'. and/or. soil conditions
may exist for. which this firm cannot assume r~sponsibility. This
report w:as prepared upon your request 'for' our services, and in
accordancê.with accepted standards o'f professional practice. The
limi tations of this report are also governed by the contract
amoUnt agreed to 'be paid br' the client.

Õ. ,"

2. This report is issued with the understanding that it. is the
responsibility of the' owner or of his representatives to ensure
that the 'information and recommendations contained herein are
called to the attention of the developer, his architect, and en-
gineers for this property so that .necessary steps are .taken to
implement the recommendations. of this 'report.: Failure to do so
relieves GEO-ETKA, INC. of all responsibility.

3. The findings of this report are valid as of. the present.
.date. However, changes in the 90nditions of a property can occur
'with the passage. of time, whether they be due to natural
processes' or to the works of man, on .this or adjacent properties.
In addition, changes in applicable or appropriate standards oc-
cur, whether they result from legislation or the broadening of
knowledge, or present applicable UBC Code. requirements. .Accord-
ingly, the findings of this report may be invalidated, wholly or
pa::tiallY, by changes outside of our control. Therefore r this
report is subject to review and should .not be relied. upon after a
period of one (1) year. Note that some. locai jurisdiction have
less time for the reports validity and reports are .required to be
updated at the expiration of such predetermined limits.

4. Unless the recommendations of this report are completely in-
corporated into the design, and all phases of geotechnical ac-
tivity are checked, tested and reported by this office, GEO-ETKA,
INC. will not be beld liable 'by others.

APPENDIX I I
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. GEÖ-ETKA, INC.

Established 1965
ji

i
I

Soil Engineering, Geology And Environmental Engine~ring
Material Testing And Inspections

739 N, MMN STREE. ORAGE. CAUFORNfA 92868
PHONE: (714)771-6911 FAX: (714) 77H276

Januar 19,2005

Job No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Owner and Client: Pruss . Rose - rsi
801Nort Harbor Boulevard

Fulerton, Calforna 92832

Civil.Engineer: Walden and Associates
2252 Whte Road, Suite B
Irine, Calorna 92614

Approving Agency: County of Los Angeles,
Deparent of Public Works
900 South Freemont Avenue .
Los Angeles, Caliorna 91803

Job Location: 10681 Avenue c'P", Lake Los Angeles"
Los Angeles, Californa 92835

Project: Stephen Sore~sen Park, LA County

Subject: Geotechncal Review and Report Update

Date of Site Visit: 1-14-05

Plan Check Number: ?

References:

1. Preliar Foundation Soils Investigation Report No. ENGR-9145-00-05, dated

4-4-00, by Geo-Etka, IDC.

2. Percolation Test - Sewage System Design Report No P9145-00, dated 4-5-00, by

Geo-Etka, Inc.
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GEO~ETKA, INc.
. Job No:. ENGR-914S-00-05

Rèport Ui-date aDd Plan Review

Ths letter report is to brig to the attention of al techncal consultants and the approving
. authority, that as of tts date, we are èontinuig to accept responsibilty with respect to
the futue Geotechncal work to be. pedormed at the subject site. This rep.ort is in
response to Plan COiTect~on Sheet, Item 6.

We have reviewed references 1 and 2 and concur with the fidigs. We will be

implementing the pertent recommendations along with the recommendations contaied

in ths report. Furermore we reserve the right to provide added recommendations as

necessitated by the project.

Present Site Condition

At the present tie, the propert has not gone though any major physical change since
our origial report. Some work appears to be starg up in the playground area. A new

offce trler has been brought to the parking area.

Soil Condition

The soils are composed of silty sand, sandy silt, clayey sand and sandy' clay extendig to
the depth of the exploration's 20 feet.

Expansion Potential

The in-situ soil is considered to have a slightly expanive potential. The expanion
characteristics should be verified in accordance with UBC standard 18-2 at the
conclusion of the gradig operations.

Proposed Construction

It is planed to constrct Phase II of the planed park. The detaied plan are being
processed at this tie.

RECOMMNDATIONS

FoundatioD Design

The proposed building should be designed for a soil bearg capacity of 1,400 p.s.f. for
15 inches wide and 18 inches deep footigs resting on a pad of 18 inches thck
compacted soil.

2
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GEO-ETKA INC.
Job No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Settement - Total and Düferential (Static)

Based on the design criteria, settement should not 'exceed 0.2 inch for the contiuous
footigs and 0.5 ~ch for the isolated pad footigs. Overall differen,tial settlement is expected
to be 0.3 inch. Äpproxiate1y Y2 of the settlement will occur durg the constrction period.
Once constrcted, the differential settlement will be v. Inch or less.

Maximum differential should not exceed W' over a 20 feet span.

Caisson Foundation Design

End Bearg capacity of 3,000 p.s.f., may be used for a 12 inches in diameter caisson embedded a
minium of 15 feet into native soiL. Al excavations to be obsered by a representative of this offce. .

Friction poured-in-place caissons may be designed using the followig value for the ski mction in

pounds per squae foot.

Depth in inches

o

'5

10

15

20

25

Skin Friction - (p.s.f.)

Driven Poured-in-Place

o

160

210

260

320

400

o

200

300

400

500

600

Differential settlement of piles tied together with a grade beam will not exceed Y4 inch.

Settlement of the poured-in-place caissons or pile wi decrease with their depth of embedment and
should not be signcant. No par ofthe foundation should be supported on fill. Ths includes piles,
pile shaft, grade beams and slab.

The point of fixity of the caissons should be taken at the fill native soil contact or 1/3 the depth of theembedment of the caissons. The greater of the 2 depths wil govern.

A minimum clear spacing of thee times the diameter of pile is recommended, i.e. on a thi (30)
inch diameter pile the center to center distace should be at least 10 feet (10' -0").

The uplift force can be taen as l/3rd the frction value given.

Maximum deflection at the top of the pile will be VV inch for maxum allowable lateral load of 10
. kips per pile.

3
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GEO-ETKA INc.
JobNo: ENGR-9145-00-05

Caisson Foundation Design (cont'd)

The design values given may be increased 1/3 when resisting loads caused by wind or seismië forces,
providig the resultant size is not less than that obtained with dead load and live load only.

Lateral force may be resisted by the passive resistace of the soil. The passive pressure is 260 p.c.f.
ofE.P.D..

The passive pressure will be resisted to the beams, the caissons, and frction between slabs on grade
and the soiL.

When the spacing and the effciency of a vared condition of constrction is required, we suggest that
the fonnulas in stadard text books and in accordance with code values be utilied, for exaple

Converse-Laberen Equation may be used:

Effciency = 1-0
90

(n-l)m + (m-l)n
mn

Earth Pressures

Lateral loads wi be resisted by the mction between the floor slab and sub-grade as well as
the passive resistance of the soils against footigs. A coeffcient of frction of 0.4 may be
used between slabs, footigs and sub-grade.

The passive resistance of the soil may be taken to ~e (260 p.s.f. ofE. F. D.) Equivalent Fluid
Density.

The active lateral soil pressure may be taken as (40 and 57 p.c.f. ofE .F. D.), for cantilever
and restraied conditions. If durg wall footig excavations adverse conditions are noted,

added design parameters wil be given.

Slab on Grade

The slabs-on-grade should be designed in accordance with section 1815 of the 1994 UBC.

It is recommended that the slabs on grade be a minimum of 4 inches thck. The slabs should
be reinorced with Number 3 bars at a maxum spacing of 18 inches on center, ths should
be underlai by a moistue barer. .

The moisture barer for sensitive floor should consist of 2 inches of clean, medium to coarse
sand placed above, and below a 6-mil poly vinyl chloride sheet or comparble imperous
material should be utilized as additional protection. Aljoints'shal be made so as to preserve
the impervous character.

The above criteria are based on the assumption that the moistue barer is installed and the
concrete placed before the soil has begu to show signficant surface cracks. Should such
cracks' occur, the soil should be thoroughly wetted to a depth of 18 inches so that al cracks
have disappeared. This should occur 24 to 48 hours prior to placement of the concrete itself

4
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GEO-ETKA INc.
Job No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Flat Work

To reduce the potential for excessive' crackig and/or heavig, the concrete should be a
minum of 4 inches thick and be provided with co~stmction or weaken,ed plane joints at
frequent interval (e.g. every 6 feet or less). A 4 inch thck layer of cruhed rock, gravel or
clean sand along with moistue conditionig the sub-grade are also recommended for the

concrete flatwork areas. Reinforcing the slabs may also be considered.

Pavement Design

Based on the test results, the design sections given below should be approved or amended
as necessar by the city prior to constrction.

ALTERNATE I LTERNATE n

"1

.J

:J

'-')

:.

J

..

. j

.' j

.1

.. ¡

, j

, i

Traffic
IndexTI Use

Asphalt
Pavig

Alternate

Baserock
Thickness
In inches

FCC
In inches

4~5 Auto Parkig 3 4 5

5.5 Drveway 4 6 6

6.5 Street 5 9 7

The sub-base soil shal be compacted to a rinium of 90%. The depth of scarfication
and processing shallbe 12 inches inum.

The base-rock compacted to 95% of its maximum density.

The asphalt shall be either AR4000 or AR8000 or equivalent.

The asphalt shall be placed and compacted to at least 96% of its maxum density. The
thickness noted above must be attaied.

Verification of the thckness may be required by coring the asphalt pavig. The asphalt
lay down should be observed by ths office if required by the City of Fullerton,
Calforna.

The compaction Staadard is A. S. T. M. D-1557-78.

The life of the asphalt is diectly proportonal to its upkeep and maintenance. Over-
stressed pavement results in a shorter life.

Alligator or fissure cracks, if they appear, must be repaied imediately. Admttce of
moistue rapidly decreases the strengt requied to perform well under varable cliaticconditions. '

5
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GEO-ETKA INc.
Job No: ENGR-9145-00-0S

Seismic Hazard

The seismic hazards are considereq. to be mial. Per section 1627.3 of the 1997 UBC,
the recommended site coeffcients should be taen as:

Seismic Parameters

The seismic zone factors are as follows per the 1997 UBC.

Soil Profile Type
Seismic Zone
Zone Factors, Z
Seismic Coeffcient (Ca)

Seismic Coeffcient (Cv)

Na
Nv

=SD
=4
= 0.40

= 0.44Na
= O.64Nv

=1.0
=1.2

Grading

Prior to the controlled gradig operations, the constrction area should be strpped of al
vegetation that is present and the debris removed ftom the site or stockpiled and mulched
for later use in the planter areas. '

A moderate amount of grading is anticipated in the development of ths site. It is
recommended that al surfaces which are loose that will support floor slabs or ashalt
concrete pavig, and all suraces which wi receive fi or backfll, be scared to a depth

of 8 inches, watered or dred to near Optimtl Moiste Content and re-compacted to a
mium of 90%.

Where fill or backf is requied, it should be placed in a maxum of 6-inch loose layers
and each layer compacted at near Optimum Moistue Content to at least 90% compaction.
Clean on-site soils may be utilized as :f materiaL.

6
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GEO-ETK INc.
Job No: ENGR-9145-00-05

Gradig (cont'd)

Imported fill soil should be' predomitly granular, non-expansive and capable of

developing 'the beag strengt reqUUed for the project. Al import soil must be
approved by ths office prior to brigig to the site.

Al retaing wal and utility trenches backflled should be tested at a maxum of 2 feet
in vertcal height.

Compaction Standard: A.S.T.M. D.1557.

General Notes

Al futue grading, will be observed, tested and reported by geotechncal fi to be

selected by the County of Los Angeles Park and Recreations Deparent.

The general contractor as well as the grading contractpr shall famliare themselves with
the geo-techncal reports prepared for ths proj ect and the County of Los Angeles gradig
code.

Al demolition debris must be removed prior to placement of an fi.

It is requied that a pre-grade meetig be held to clarfy any items, as per the County of
Los Angeles Graaing Code.

A 48 hour notice is requied for al work requested, i.e., soil, concrete, weldig or other
special inspections.

7
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GEO-ETK INc.
Job No: ENGR-9145;.OO-05

General Notes (cont'd)

Th letter report is subject to review by the approving authority. Reference reports have
been updated for a period of 12 month from ths day onwards; references 1 and 2 are a
par of ths update report.

No work shall begi unti such approval is granted; a grådig pennt obtaied and a pre-
grade meeting is conducted.

Questions, if any, should be addressed to our offce.

Respectflly Submitted,

GEO-ETKA, INC.

"~~
Ghayas A.: .R.
Civil Engieer .,
C-038344, Expires 3-31-05

~~~ ~,
Ahed Ali, President
REA No. 04808
Expires 6-30-05

GAKAAg

e



Appendix B
Air Quality Significance Thresholds and URBEMIS2002 Calculations



SCAQMD AI QUALITY SIGNICANCE THRSHOLDS

VOC

PM10

SOx

CO

Lead

Construction
100lbs/day

75 lbs/ day

150 lbs/day

150lbs/day

550lbs/day

3 lbs/day

o eration

55 1bs/day

551bs/day

150 lbs/day

150lbs/day

550 lbs/day

3lbs/day

TACs

(includig carcinogens

and non-carcinogens)

Odor

Maxum Incremental Cancer Risk ~1 0 in 1 millon
Hazard Index ~1.0 (project increment)

Hazard Index ;;.0 (facilty-wide)
Project creates an odor nuiance pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 402

N02. SCAQMD is in attinent; project is signficant if it causes or
contrbutes to an exceedace of the followig attainent standards:

0.25 ppm (state)
0.053 ppm (federal)

I-hour average
anual average

PM10
24-hour average 10.4 ¡¡g/m3 (recommended for constrction) b

2.5 ¡¡g/m3 (operation)

1.0 ¡¡g/m3

201m3
anual geometrc average

anual arthetic mean

Sulate
24-hour average

CO
1 ug/m3

SCAQMD is in attainent; project is signficant if it causes or
contributes to an exceedance of the followig attainent standards:

I-hour average 20 ppm (state)
8-hour average 9.0 ppm (state/federal)

a Ambient air quality thresholds for criteria pollutants based on SCAQMD Rule i 303, Table A-2 unless otherwse stated.

b Ambient air quality threshold based on SCAQMDRule 403.

KEY: lbs/day = pounds per day ppm = part per milion ug/m3 = microgram per cubic meter ~eater than or equal to
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UREMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

File Name:
Proj ect Name:
Project Location:
On-Road Motor Vehicle EmisSions

C:\Program Files\UP~EMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\sorensenpJc.urb
Sorensen Park
South Coast Air Easin (Los ~~geles area)
Eased on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - SUer)

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PMlO PMlO POOLO.. ** 2005 *** ROO NOx CO S02 TOTAL EXUST DUSTTOTALS (lbs/day,unitigated) 6.77 11.07 2.27 0.19 42.80 0.27 42.53

PMlO POOlO POOl 0 *** 2006 *** ROG NOx CO 802 TOTAL EXUST DUSTTOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 0.03 0.04 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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UREMIS 2002 For Windows

File Naae:
Proj ect Name:
Proj ect Location:
On-Road Motor Vehicle Emssions

7.5.0

c: \Program Files\UREMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\sorensenpk. urb
Sorensen Park
South Coast ~ir Basin (Los Angeles area)
Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(Pouds/Day - Sumer)

Construction Start Month and Year: June, 2005
Construction Duation: 2
Total Lan Use Area to be Developed: 0 acres
Maxmu Acreage Disturbed Per Day: a acres
Single Family Units: a Multi-Family Units: 0
Retail/Office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 4000

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNITIGATED (lbs/day)

Souce
*** 2005***

Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust
Off-Road Diesel
On-Road Diesel
Worker Trips

Maximu lbs/day

Phase 2 - Site Grading
Fugitive Dust
Off-Road Diesel
On-Road Diesel
Worker Trips

Maximu lbs/day

Emissions

Phase 3 - BUilding Construction
Bldg Cant Off-Road Diesel
BldS Const Worker Trips
Arch Coatings Off-Gas
Arch Coatings Worker Trips
Asphalt Off-Gas
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel
Asphalt On-Road Diesel
Asphalt Worker Trips

Maximü lbs/day

Max lbs/day all phases

*** 2006***
Phase i - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust
Off-Road Diesel
On-Road Diesel
Worker Trips

Max lbs/day
Phase 2 - site Grading
Fugitive Dust
Off-Road Diesel
On-Road Diesel
Worker Trips

Maximu lbs/day

Emissions

Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Conet Off-Road Diesel
Bldg Conet Worker Trips
Arch Coatings Off-Gas
Arch Coatings Worker Trips
Asphalt Off-Gas
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel
Asphalt On-Road Diesel
Asphalt Worker Trips

Maximu lbs/day

Max lbe/day all phases

RaG

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.61
0.00
0.61

0.00
0.03
6.73
0.02
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
6.77

6.77

0.00-
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

o.ob
0.03
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.03

0.03

NOx

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
i1. 07

0.00
il.07

0.00
0.04

0.04

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.08

11.07

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.04

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.04

0.04

CO

.0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
2.27
0.00
2.27

0.00
0.79

0.65

0.00
0.00
0.00
1.30

2,27

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.78

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.78

0,78

S02

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.19
0.00
0.19

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.19

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

PMlO
TOT~.L

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

42.48
0.00
0.32
0.00

42.80

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.05
0.00
0.05

42.80

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

PMlO
EXHUST

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.27
0.00
0.27

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.0'0
0.00

0.27

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0,00

PMIÒ
DUST

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

42.48
0.00
0.05
0.00

42.53

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.05
0.00
0.05

42.53

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
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Phase 1 - Demolition Assumptions: Phase Turned OFF

Phase 2 - site Gradig Assumtions
star Month/Year for Phase 2: Jun '05
Phase 2 Duration: 1.2 months
On-Road Trck Travel (VM): 448
Off-Road Equipment
No. Tye Horsepower

Phase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions
Star Month/Year for Phase 3: Jul '05
Phase 3 Duration: 10.2 months

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Apr '05
SuPhase Building Duation: 10.2 months
Off-Road EquipmentNo. Tye Horsepower
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Tued OFF
Star Month/Year for SUPhase Asphalt: Apr 'OS
SubPhase Asphalt Duration: 0.5 months
Acres to be Paved: 0
Off-Road EquipmentNo. Type Horsepower

Load Factor

Load Factor

Load Factor

Hours/Day

Hous/Day

Hous/Day
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Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

Changes made to the default values for Construction

The user has overridden the Default Phase Lengths
Site Gradig Fugitive Dust Option changed from Levell to Level 2
Site Grading Truck Haul Capacity (yds3) changed from 20 to 16
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UREMIS 2002 For Windows 7.5.0

File Name:
project Name:
project Location:
on-Road Motor Vehicle Emssions

o:Not Saved:
Sorensen Park
South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles
Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

area)

SUMY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

AP~ SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS (Ths/day,untigated)
ROG

O. DB

NOx
0.04

CO
0.60

S02
0.00

PM10
0.00

OPERATIONA (VEICLE) EMISSION ESTIM1TES
ROO NOx CO 802 PM10

TOTALS (lbs/day, unitigated) 1.B6 2.42 25.73 0.02 2.03
SUM OF AR l\ OPERATIONA EMISSION E8TIM1TES

ROO NOx CO S02 PMJO
TOTALS (Ths/day, unmitigated) 1.95 2.47 26.33 0.02 2.04
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UREMIS 2002 For Nindows

File liJame:
Proj ect Name:
Proj ect Location:
On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions

7.5.0

"Not Saved::
Sorensen Park
South Coast Air Basin (Los Aneles
Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(PoundS/Day - Sumer)

AR SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES (SumerSource ROGNatural Gas 0 . 00
Nood Stoves - No summer emisiiions
Fireplaces - No sumer emissions
Landscaping
Consumer Prdcts
TOTALS (lbs/day i unmitigated)

Pounds per Day, Unmitigated)NOx CO S02
O. 04 0 . 02

0.08
0.00
0.08

0.01 0.58 0.00

0.04 0.60 0.00

area)

PM10
0.00

0.00

0.00
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UNITIGATED OPERATIONA EMISSIONS

ROO liJOx CO S02 PM10Park Facilities. 1.10 1.47 15.64 O. 01 1.24Commity Center 0.76 0.95 10.08 0.01 0.80
TOTAL EMISSIONS (!bs/day) 1.86 2.42 25.73 O. 02 2.03
Does not j nclude correction for passby trips.
Does not include double counting adjustment for internal trips.

OPERATIO~ (Vehicle) EMISSION ESTIMATES

Analysis Year: 2005 Temperature (F): 90

E~C Version: EMFAC2002 (9/2002)

Seas=: Sumer

Sum of Land Uses:
Unit Tye Trip Rate Size Total Trips
Park Facilities
Community Cente~

Vehcle Assumptions:

Fleet Mix:

71.00 trips / field
22.88 trips / 1000 sq. ft. 2.00 142.00

4.00 91.52

Vehicle Tye Percent Type Non-Catalyst Catalyst DieselLight Auto 56.10 2.30 97.10 0.60Light Truck c: 3,750 lbe 15.10 4.00 93.40 2.60Light Truck 3,751- 5,750 15.50 1.90 96.80 1.30Med Truck 5,751- 8,500 6.80 1.50 95.60 2.90Lite-Heavy 8,501-10,000 1. 00 0.00 80.00 20.00Lite-Heavy 10,001-14,000 0.30 0.00 66.70 33.30Moo-Heavy 14,001-33,000 1.00 10.00 20.00 70.00Heavy-Heavy 33,001-60,000 0.80 0.00 12.50 87.50Line Haul :- 60,000 !bs 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00Urban Bus 0.10 0.00 0.00 100.00Motorcycle 1.60 87.50 12.50 0.00School Bus 0.30 0.00 0.00 100. 00Motor Home 1.40 14.30 78.60 7.10
Travel Conditions

Urban Trip Length (miles)
Rural Trip Length (miles)
Trip Speeds (mph)
% of Trips - Residential

Home-
Work
11.5
11.5
35.0
20.0

Residential
Home-
Shop
4.9
4.9

40.0
37.0

Home-
Other
6.0
6.0

40.0
43.0

Coimercial

Commtg Non-Work CUstomer
10.3 5.5 5.5
10 .3 5.5 5.5
40.0 40.0 40.0

5.0 2.5 92.5
5,0 2.5 92.5

% of Trips - Comercial (by land use)
Park Facilities.
Coimunty Center
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Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

Changes made to the default values for ~~ea

Chanes made to the default values for Operations

The ope.rational emission year changed from 2004 to 2005.



Appendix C
Percolation Testing Results
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GEO-ETKA, INC.
, Established 1965

Soli Engineering, Geology And Environmental Engineering
Material TestIng And Inspections

739 N. MAIN STREE. ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92868 . '
PHONE: (714) 771-6911 FAX: (714) 771-278

Landscape Architect
and Cl ient : .

Civil Engineer:

Building Architect:

Approv ingAgency:

Job Location:

Proj ect :

Subj ect :

Date of Drilling
and Testing:

Date: April 5, 20~O
Job No: P-9145-00

Purkiss. Rose-rsi
801 North Harbor Boulevard
Fullerton, California 92832

Consolidated Engineering
14661 Myford Road
Suite "C"
Tustin, california 92780

Crane Arch:i tectural Group
801 N. Harbor Boulevard
Suite 201
FUllerton, California 92832

County of Los Angeles
'Department of Environmental ,Health
Los Angeles, California

Avenue liP"
Lake Los Angeles, California

Lake Los Angeles Park

Percolation Testing - Sewåge
System Design

3-22-00 and 3-23-00

The following report provides percolation test data and sewage
system design for the subject site expansion. .The existing park
has restrooms for which a percolation test Was, performed and a
system installed as shown on the attached reference sheet
provided by the county.

RECEIVED
i

,APR 0 6 '2000

PURKISS ROSEMRSI



GEO-ETKA, INC.
Job No: P-9145-00

ProDosed Construction

It is planned to develop a restroom for the park expansion.

site Condition

The site of the proposed leach field is a reasonably level area.
A leach system exists at the site for the existing restroom.

~ield EXDloration

A 15. feet .deep exploratory, boring was drilled and sampled, see
Plate "B" for soil classification.
In the area of the planned leach field area six, 6 inches in
diameter, borings were drilled to a depth from 4 feet below ex-
isting grade.

Pércolation TE7sting

A 2 inch layer of gravel was placed at the bottom of the hole and
a perforated PVC pipe placed in the holes.

, ,

All of the 6 perc holes were filled with water and left to
saturate overnight.

'On the second day no water was found in any of the holes. Water
was then added using a 12 inch column, reading every 1/2 hour for
"6 hours.

The field test data was recorded as required and presented on
Plates "P-1" through "P-6".

Test Data Evaluation

For design purposes the lowest of the 6 test values assigned to
this site is 1. 0 inch drop in the final 30 minutes of the 6th
hour reading ; this corresponds to 30 minutes per inch (mpi).
This conservative rate is compatible to the existing system,

'hence it is advisable to depreciate 'the existing leach field with
a 3, '0 0 0 gal Ion septic tank for the new restroom area. A D-49
distribution box should be utilized.

Install 3, 90 feet long leach lines, 3 feet wide', with at-least 2
feet of rock below the bottom of the perforated pipe. Note that
for future expansion an equal area be set aside for 100% expan-
sion as required per the plumbing code.

2



GEO-ETKA, INC.
Job No: P-9145-00

Conclusions

Based on the above analysis a private self contained sewage dis-
posal system is feasible at the sUbject site.

It is up to the user to maintain the system during its life. Ad-
di tional system maintenance guidelines can be obtained from
County Health and manufacture or installer of the system.

This report' is subject to review by the governing agencies and
mUpt be approved or amended prior to installation.

Questions regarding this report should be directed to our office.

Respectfully submitted,
GEO- ETKA, INC.

~~'D .e ~
Javed S. Chak, P.E.
Geotechnical Engineer
GE 197, Expires 12-31-01

~ ~ 4 ~"
Ah~~i, President
REA No. 04808
Expires 6-30-00

JSC/AA/bg
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Appendix D
Incidental Take Permit Applicant and CDFG Acknowledgement



(f1) CottonlBridges/ Associates
A Division ofP&D Consultants

999 TOWN AND COUNTRY ROAD
FOURTH FLOOR
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 9286B
714'648-2070
714'285.0740 FAX ,

September 28, 2004

Scott Håris
Wildlife Biòlogist
Californa Deparent of Fish ánd Game
South Coas Region
4949 Viewrdge Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123

SUBJECT: Incidental Take Permit Application for Stephen Sorensen Park
County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation

Dear Mr. Hars:

Pursuant to previous discussion and consultation with the Deparent of Fish and Game,
Cotton/ridges/Associates submits ths 2081 Incidental Take permit application on behal of the
County of Los Angeles for Stephen Sorensen Park. Enclosed you will fid the most recent site
plan which shows that the proposed new constrction wil occur outside of the streambed and
therefore eliinatig the need for a Streambed Alteration Agreement. Ths letter serves as a
form application for a 2081 Incidental Take Permt for constrction of the proposed Stephen
Sorensen Park Phase II Improvement project in Lake Los Angeles, Californa.

1) PROÆCT APPLICANT

County of Los Angeles
Deparent of Parks and Recreation
433 S. Vermont Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90020

Project Contact:
Mr. Jim Daly
Phone: (626) 300-2328

2) COVERED SPECJES UNER THIS APPLICATION

Mohave ground squiel (Spermophilus mohavensis). Ths species is not subject to the rues and
gudelines pursuant to Section 21 i 2 and Section 21 14 of the Californa Fish and Game code.

3) PROÆCT DESCRITION

The Los Angeles Deparent of Parks and Recreation is proposing to, constrct Stephen
,Sorensen Park Phase II Improvement project. The proposed project will remove thee acres of

suitable MGS habitat; and wil include the following facilties: a regulation litte league basebal
field with bleachers and night lighting; a multipurose play field with lighting; two high school
reguation size basketbal cours with night lighting; an open lawn with four picnic tables in the

II
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CDFG 208 i Permit Application/Scott Hars
Stephen Sorensen Park

central space, two tables to have shade strctue; lighted walkays lig park facilties; a

restroom with storage; renovation of existig park entry signage; a parkig lot with 40 stals and

securty lightig.

4) PROJECT LOCATION

The Stephen Sorensen Park Phae II Improvement project is located at 16801 East Avenue P,
Lake Los Angeles, CA, 93550. The project is parally located in an unamed draiage to Big
Rock Wash in Los Angeles County. The project is located vvth the West Mojave Plan. The
project site is at the southwestern extent of the Mohave ground squiel's range (West Mohave
Plan J??~S 2003). 'Mtf PïQPÓSed ;Pi6j~Gt ,tVini:~tnÓV~'tttè"àcr~B: .èf'àppa;~Àt1 ,~~~~lgaa~lR.t'
6' t '1iWtt' .tabl Mas bâl;ìft,pO 'e1 , ')J'1:1S,Yt.... ..,~: ,.,;..,:" :/'::,..,..,..;., .

5) POTENTIA IMACTS TO SPECIES

The project will impact thee acres of undeveloped lands adjacent to Avenue P. It is assumed
ttat the entie site impacted provides potentialy suitable habitat for the MGS, but based upon
site inspections by biologists F.T. Hovore (FH&A) and Betty Courey (CDFG), the propert
presently does not appear to support an active population ofMGS. However, for the puroses of
the requested permt, it will be assumed that the site may support an unown nwnber of MGS.
During constction (i.e. gradig, etc.), individuals could be diectly injured or killed by
constction machiery if any burows are collapsed that contain MGS. Such actions would be

considered "take" of ths species pursuant to the Californa Endangered Species Act (CESA).
Any MGS tht escape constrction-related impacts may disperse into adjacent habitat,
potentially resultig in indirect, adverse impacts to suroundig populations of MGS, should
such exist. These impacts may include increased competition for foraging' and breedig
resources which could increase stress levels and increase' the population size to above the natual
carg capacity of the land and resources. , The end result would leave the population more

susceptible to disease, predation, and density-related reductions in breedig output.

6) IMPACT ANALYSIS

The removal of thee acres of potentialy suitable habitat for the MGS is an adverse effect
resultig from the project. It is necessar to evaluate this loss of habitat in terms of status of the

local MGS populations, known theats to the species, and potential cumulative impacts ffom
other projects in the area.

The Californa Natual Diversity Data Base (CNDDB 2004) reports a historical record of MGS
from the Lovejoy Buttes area in 1954. In addition, a historical MGS record exists one mile
nortwest of Lovejoy Springs ftom 1930. Furher nort from the project area (approxiately
thee to four miles) additional records exist for MGS, including Rocky Buttes in 1991 and
Saddleback Buttes from 1973-1992. Although there has not been recent trapping in these areas,
it is reasonable to assume tht the area provides habitat that would be suitable for the MGS, even
if riot curently occupied. Historical records show that ,the species occured in ths area and the
project site and vicinity may lie with a general area of habitat suitable for the recovery of the

species.

The Paldale area has been experiencing moderate to substantial growt and as a result
development continues to expand into rual areas. If growt contiues to the east of SR-14 in

September 28, 2004
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CDFG 2081 Pennit Application/Scott Haris
Stephen Sorensen Park

areas of suitable habitat, it could have adverse impacts on the local MGS populations.
Development of lands with the vicinity of ths project's area could result in cumulative impacts
to MGS, which would be in addition to the habitat loss impacts of ths project.

~

The pricipal theat to the contiued existence of MGS is the destrction. and/or degradation of
suitable habitat due to clearng for agricultue and milita activities and for urban, suburban, and

rual development, livestock grazing, and off highway vehicles (Californa Depaaent of Fish
and Game (CDFG) 2000).

TTe" pÌ'Qje:ét -will :I'es~tJ:::the ':ièih6.v.åå.',:of,~iiee ':åcfes '6f p'ótèritlål'y:::~Jãbl~;':~~tt""~':~f:MMS
With the lmóWi hÌst6rlc' :raag: e, òtile':sp"~èdês-, ôühit. ~e$,trt '1iot. kiøWt~iQ'¡J~.;,P." \øeÇtUi~d. The.1'' :I ,,~, .,"7Æ.iC,.,
project area is surounded by rual urban land uses, which could imede movement ofMGS but
would not necessarly prevent dispersal and migration. Areas of non-urban use could be utilied

by MGS to move though the general area. However, there are increased risks to MGS
populations in urbaned environments, includig distubance from light, noise and human

activity, and direct loss though predation by domestic pets and road kil. The project site habitat
is modérately distubed and adjacent to existg rual land uses, includig perieter roadways,

and therefore would be considered only moderate qualty for MGS temporary use,. and low
quaty for resident use. The loss ofthree acres of at best moderate-value potential MGS habitat

in the project area wil result in a lesser impact to the species than removal of the same amount
of occupied higher quaity habitat.

No other sensitive species are known to occur with the project area or the i.ediate

suroudigs, but the overal deser scrub habitats in the vicinty of Lake Los Angeles support-or
have histoncaly supported-a number of other taa of agency concern (Calorna desert
tortoise, coast homed lizard, chuckwalla, LeConte's thasher, and others). Should any of these
species be present with the zone of direct or indirect distubance impacts, the project would
generate similar potential habitat losses. None has been detected during field visits to the site,
and there is no reason to assume that any listed species is resident with. the zone of diect
habitat loss, nor with the peripheral zone of potential post-development distubances. The
USFWS (Ray Bransfield, personal communication to FH&A, August, 2004) has indicated that
they do not consider ths site to be an area of concern for desert tortoise, and do not requie
fuer sureys, studies or mitigation for imacts to potential habitat for tht species.

7) PROJECT IM ACT ON CONTINUED EXISTENCE OF SPECIES

Critical Habitat

There is no critical habitat designated for the MGS.

Species Biology and Habitat Requirements

The MGS exhbits a strongly seasonal cycle of activity and torpor. The MGS typicaly emerges
from donnancy in early to mid-March, but ths date may be as early as mid-Januar on the
southern porton of the range. During the active period they typicaly feed on the leaves and
seeds of native perennal and anual plants. Once sufcient fat stores have been gained,

individuals enter a period of aestivation and hibernation; a desert coping strategy that reduces

activity and breeding. Aestivation tyically begis between July and September, but during low

WWter raial (under thee inches), may begin as early as April or May.. Durng drought
September 28, 2004
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CDFG 2081 Permit Applicaton/Scott Haris
Stephen Soi:ensen P~k

conditions, breeding is reduced. As a result, consecutive years of low rainfall can decrease MGS
numbers and even lead to extction of local populations.

MGS populations var depending on the occurence of seasonal raial with its range; raial

promotes new growt of vegetation that is the priar food source for ths squireL. Since
. raiall is generally not evenly distrbuted in desert areas, MGS populations tend to be spatialy
distributed over tie. Winter raiall totas can be a signifcant natual consait for ths

species.

The MGS generally prefers habitat that is flat to moderate in slope. They occupy al major desert
scrub habitats in the western Mojave Desert Plant communties where MGS ha been
documented include: Mojave creosote scru, where the priar vegetation is creosote bush
(Larrea tridentate) and buro bush (Hymenoclea salsola); and desert saltbush scrub, domiated
by varous species of saltbush (Atrplex sp.).

With occupied habitat,MGS individUas may maitai several home burows that are used at
night, in addition to other burows that ,are used for temperatue control and predator avoidance.
Burows are typically constcted beneath large shrbs.

Distrbution
.

The MGS is endemic to and occupies portions of Inyo, Kern Los Angeles and San Bernardio
counties in the western Mojave Desert of California. The species ranges from near Paldale on
the southwest to Lucerne Valley on the southeast, Olancha on the nortwest and the A vawatz
Mounta on the norteast. The proposed project site is at the souQQwestern extent of the
Mohave ground squirrel's range (West Mohave Plan. Draf Environmental Impact

ReportStatement 2003). The proposed project site, lies with an overal area which was
historically occupied by MGS (CNDDB 2004).

~ Delei'nbbatiQa':øf-Signj;CaDÇ,
..",' ':",\:.

Although the proposed project wil result in a permanent impact to thee acres of potentialy

suitable MGS habitat, the moderate to low qualty of the habitat for MGS resident use, the'
suroundig urbanzation, the apparent absence of the species from the area at present, and the
implementation of the mitigation measures are all factors that support the conclusion that ths
project will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species.

" 8~Mo~~W;'F~Ø1!_Ä~~

Per discussions with the CDFG, and as stated earlier, for the puroses of project impact
assessment, the assumption is that MGS are present on-site, since focused MGS

presence/absence sureys can not be completed at ths time. To mitigate potential impacts
associated with project constrction and habitat loss, the Los Angeles County of Public Works )
will acquie known, occupied MGS habitat based upon a CDFG approved mitigation ratio. a:..1

¥itigation acquisition will take place at the Desert Tortoise Preserve in Kern County and wil be
coordiated though the Desert Tortoise Preserve Commttee (DTPC). The permttee will enter
into bindig legal agreement with DPTC describing the terms of acquisition, enhancement and
management of habitat lands.

September 28, 2004
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CDFG 2081 Pennit Application/Scott Hmis
Stephen Sorensen Park

These additiona mitigation measures, if required, are proposed to avoid and minize the tae ofthe species: '
I) A biological monitor with experience in MGS biology shal be on site durg ground

distubance activities. The name and phone number of the biological monitor shall be given
to the CDFG regiona representative within 14.days of ground distubing activities. If the
biological monitor observes a living MGS on the constrction site and/or determes that a
MGS was kiled by project related activities durng constcton or otherwise fo~d dead, a
wrtten report wi be sent to the CDFG with five (5) calendar days. The report wil include
date, tie of the findig or incident (if mown), location of the carcass and the circumtaces
(if mown). MGS remains shal be collected and frozen as soon as possible. The CDFG shal
be contacted as to the ultiate disposition of the remais.

2) The delieation of the constrction site would insure tht impacts are avoided in areas

outside of the project limts. '

3) A trainng session for constrction employees, to be conducted on-site by the biological

monitor, would alow them to identi MGS and would intrct them to notify the
appropriate agency should a MGS be located, injured, trapped, or killed.

Fee title to acquied habitat lands, or a conservation easement over these lands, shall be

transferred to the CDFG or to an entity approved by the CDFG, along with money for
enhancement of the land and an endowment for permanent management of the lands. The

permttee llay satify ths requiement by fuding acquisition, mangement and enhcement of
habitat by the DTPC.

'* If the Permttee elects to fud DTPCs acquisition, enhancement and management of habitat

lands, Permittee shall place a dollar amount to be determed by CDFG into an escrow account
no later than thy (30) days followig the execution of ths pennt. DIPC wil use the fuds for
acquirg and managig the habitat, and shal enter in a legally binding agreement with the

~'-uEE B1e that requies DTPC to: (A) Use fuds obtained ftom the Permittee to acquie suitable
habitat acreage in the amount determed by the CDFG at the Desert Tortoise Research and
Natual Area near Calforna City, Californa, or at another location approved by the CDFG, no
later than 60 days following issuace of ths Permt; (B) No longer than one year afer issuance
of ths Permt, execute and deliver to the CDFG a conservation 'easement approved by the CDFG
over the habitat lands acquied to mitigate the impacts of the Project on Covered Species, and
(C) Use remainig fuds to enhce and manage the habitat lands as specified in the DTPC
Habitat Management Guidelines.

:*

A Pennttee shall fully cooperate with the CDFG in its efforts to verif compliance with or
effectiveness of mitigation measures.

9) COMPLIACE MONITORIG

Pursuant to discussions with the CDFG, the following mitigation monitorig and reportg
measures (M) are proposed in order to ensure proper implementation and compliance with
the requirements of Section 2081(b) of the Fish and Game Code in section 21081.6 of the Public
Resources Code.

Septennber 28, 2004
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CDFG 2081 Permit Application/Scott Has
Stephen Sorensen Park

A Permttee shal imediately notify the CDFG in wrtig if it determes that any of the
mitigaton meaSures were not implemented during the period indicated in the MM, or if
Permttee anticipates for any reason tht measures may not be implemented with the tieperiod indicated. d ,
Permttee shall notify the CDFG foureen days before intiatig ground distbing activities and

provide a weekly report on progress on the project.

The name and phone number of al biological monitors shal provide'the CDFG at least foureen
(14) days prior to ground distubing activities.

No later than 45 days afr completion of the project, includig completion of all mitigation
measures, Permttee shal provide the CDFG with a Final Mitigation Report. The Final
Mitigation Report shal be prepared by a knowledgeable, experienced biologi and shal include,

at a minium: 1) dates indicatig when each of the mitigation measues were implemented; 2)
al available inormation about project related incidental take of the species named in the Permt;
3) inormation about other project impacts on the species named in the Permt; 4) consction
dates; 5) any other pertent inormtion.

10) MITIGATION FUNING

Fundig for the implêmentation of all DDtigation measures will be provided by Los Angeles

County though project-related fuds.

Should you have any questons, please contact Mr. Jim Daly, the project manager for Stephen
Sorensen Park at the County of Los Angeles Deparent of Public Works at (626) 300-2328 or
me at (714) 648-2070.

Respectfly submitted,

Romi Archer
Consultat to the County of Los Angeles

Deparent of Public Works

Enclosures: Location map, Site Plan

cc: Jim Daly

Fran Hovore

Bob Herran

File

September 28, 2004
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Stat\ of california - The Resources Agency

I. DEP,¡\RTMENT OF FISH AND CAME

http://ww.dfg.ca.gov
49491 Vlewridge Avenue

- San Diego, CA 92123 .
(858)1 467-4201
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(~1~~. .
¡. RNOLD SCHWARZNECiCiER, Governor

G
October 25, 2C 04

,Mr. .Jim Daly'
County of Los Angeles
Depi:irrment of Parks and Recreation
433 South Vermont Avenue
Los Angeles. CA 90020 . ,

Re: Stephen Sorensen Park, 16801 E. Ave. P., La (e Los Angeles

Dear Mr. Daly: ' .

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) receiv ,id your request for a 2081
CESA Incidental, Take Permit on October 1, 2004. The permit ii ; requested for anticipated
take of mohave ground squirrel resulting frm project activiti ~s. The Department has
determined that the above-referenced iipplication, which conce iis the Stephen Sorenson
Park Phase II Improvement Project, is complete.

. In accordance with the Califomii¡¡ Code of Regulations, 1 itle 14, Section 783.5, the

DepEilrtent has ~ da~ from the da1e of aCknowledgement :)f a complete application
packi~ge.to ftnaliz the a150ve requested pemmit The Departer t cannot finalize the Permit
until the Departent has. received yc1ur certified California Environmental Quality Açf

(CEC:IA) document along with'the Findi,tgs; Notice of Determina :ion, and a copy of proof of
payment for the environmental filing fele. The Departent is currently processing your
CESA Permit: however, -please be ad\jiised that modifications iiay be required following
receipt of the certified CEQA document.



fJ . --~

11/08/2004 MON 11: 53 FAX 213 738 6445./ ' LA COUN ia 003

Mr. Jlim Daly
Octber 2S:t 2004

Page 2

. Please contact Mr. Scott Harrs. Associate Wildlife Bioi )glst at (626) 797-3170 to
cooiii:inate Department receipt o~ the cibove requested inform; .tlon.

Sincerel/.~ .C.F.Ra~
:. ...., Reion~ Manager.. '~''''''''':..'_ ': :,_':.':""" ....:.. .'...' ..."" .:. ....

, . .

..:. '". '.' ........ I.

00: Scott Flint. Department of Fish ¡and Game

Habitat Planning and Conservaitton Branch
Sacramento

Jennifer Deleon, Departent of Fish and Game
Environmental Permittng and F1:eview Program

Sacramento

Scott Harrs. Department of FIsh and Game
Habitat Conservtion and Planning DivsionPasadena' .

:. :'..:: ...... _. .._- '"
, .

" .. _.,., ..... '. ....... .,:... ". ... , l.: -.... ..... .. .'
. .' .
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IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 
 

by and between 
 

THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  
and 

 
DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC. 

regarding 
 

MOHAVE GROUND SQUIRREL AND GENERAL HABITAT ACQUISITION, ENHANCEMENT, 
AND LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into as of the _____ day of __________, 2005, by and 
between THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES (“Proponent”), with its principal place of business at 
500 W. Temple Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 and the Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, 
Inc., a California Public Benefit Corporation, (“DTPC”) hereafter referred to collectively as the 
“Parties.” 

For and in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions contained herein, the Parties 
hereto do hereby agree as follows: 

I. 
RECITALS 

A. LISTING 

This Agreement pertains to acquisition, enhancement and management of replacement habitat 
at the Desert Tortoise Research Natural Area (DTRNA) and/or the DTRNA Expansion Area for 
the following purposes: a) benefit of the Mohave ground squirrel (Spermophilus mohavensis), a 
species listed as “threatened” under the California State Endangered Species Act and also a 
federal species of concern; and b) benefit of habitat lands lost in conjunction with the Project 
defined under I(B) hereof. 

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) 

Pursuant to the provisions of an Incidental Take Permit issued or to be issued by the California 
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), Proponent is required to provide off-site compensation 
habitat including 3.0 acres to mitigate incidental impacts to the Mohave ground squirrel arising 
from the following “Project”: The project consists of constructing two lighted basketball courts, 
one lighted general purpose/soccer field, a lighted ball field with prefabricated steel bleachers 
and dugouts, a concrete walkway, a parking lot, landscaping and irrigation improvements, and 
fencing.  
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The Proponent and CDFG have determined that Proponent must provide compensation habitat 
based on the following formula: 

Habitat Type –Mohave Ground 
Squirrel 

Acres of 
Permanent 
Impact 

Mitigation 
Ratio 

Total Acres 
Needed for 
Compensation 

    
MGS Suitable Habitat 3.0 1:1 3.0 
Total 3.0  3.0 
 
This Implementation Agreement (Agreement) sets forth a program of conservation for the 
Mohave ground squirrel and its habitat, and general habitat land within the Desert Tortoise 
Research and Natural Area (DTRNA) and within the DTRNA Expansion Area as designated by 
the DTPC and the California Department of Fish and Game located in Kern County, California, 
through acquisition, enhancement, and permanent management of replacement habitat.  DTPC 
is not responsible for acquiring replacement habitat that includes streambed, wash, or any other 
kind of drainage or riparian habitat. 

C. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 

In order to fulfill the requirements of the Incidental Take Permit referenced herein, this 
Agreement provides measures that are intended to assure that any take occurring within the 
Project Site will be incidental; that the impacts of the take will, to the maximum extent 
practicable, be minimized and mitigated; that adequate funding for habitat acquisition, 
enhancement and long-term management will be provided; and that the take will not appreciably 
reduce the likelihood of the survival and recovery of the Mohave ground squirrel in the wild.   

D. COOPERATIVE EFFORT 

In order that the legal requirements as set forth in Paragraph C hereof are fulfilled, each Party to 
this Agreement agrees to perform certain duties.  This Agreement thus describes a cooperative 
program by Proponent and DTPC to conserve the Mohave ground squirrel and to permanently 
protect its habitat within the Desert Tortoise Research and Natural Area and/or the DTRNA 
Expansion Area and provide protected habitat lands.  It is understood and agreed between the 
Parties, that the DTPC, in performing all of the activities delegated to it under this Agreement, is 
acting as the authorized agent for Proponent for the limited purposes of acquiring, enhancing, 
and managing replacement habitat. 

E. PURPOSES 

The purposes of this Agreement are: 

1. To assure the implementation of the Incidental Take Permit referenced herein and to comply 
with the habitat replacement and management requirements by providing for the acquisition 
and short-term enhancement and long-term management of replacement Mohave ground 
squirrel and general habitat lands; 

2. To contractually bind each Party to fulfill and faithfully perform the obligations, 
responsibilities, and tasks assigned to it pursuant to the terms of this Agreement; and 
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3. To provide remedies and recourse should any Party fail to perform its obligations, 
responsibilities, and tasks as set forth in this Agreement. 

II. 
TERM 

A. EFFECTIVE DATE 

This Agreement shall become effective on the date that the Parties execute this Implementation 
Agreement and shall remain in full force and effect until full satisfaction of each of the 
Agreement's terms and conditions. 

B. DEADLINES FOR DTPC TO IDENTIFY AND ACQUIRE REPLACEMENT HABITAT 

Under the Incidental Take Permit, Proponent is required to comply with certain deadlines with 
respect to acquisition of replacement habitat.  DTPC agrees to identify and acquire suitable 
replacement habitat within __________(_____) days, or as otherwise stipulated by CDFG, 
following issuance of the Incidental Take Permit; and further agrees to convey a conservation 
easement or record a restrictive covenant, if authorized by CDFG, within three hundred sixty-
five (365) days following the issuance of the Incidental Take Permit, in a form and manner 
approved by CDFG, to the State of California to protect into perpetuity replacement habitat 
acquired under this Agreement. 

C. CONTINUING DUTY TO PERFORM 

The Parties agree and recognize impacts to the Project Site will be permanent and therefore 
agree that the management of the 3.0 acres of replacement habitat by DTPC shall be required 
into perpetuity. 

D.        TERMINATION 

This Agreement shall be automatically terminated upon written notice by Proponent and/or 
CDFG to DTPC that CDFG has rejected or otherwise have not approved the Incidental Take 
Permit application submitted by Proponent.  In such case, all monies deposited into escrow by 
Proponent prior to or at any time after ratification of this Agreement by the Parties shall be 
returned immediately in full without deduction, offset, or charge.  In addition, the Parties may 
terminate this Agreement upon mutual, written consent; provided that any performance by 
DTPC in the acquisition, enhancement, and/or management of replacement habitat approved by 
CDFG and Proponent, and funding disbursed through escrow, shall not be affected thereby. 

III. 
OBLIGATIONS OF THE PARTIES 

A. MITIGATION OF IMPACTS; THE ACQUISITION OF REPLACEMENT HABITAT. 

In order to mitigate the impacts to the Project Site, Proponent and DTPC shall undertake and 
fulfill the following responsibilities and obligations: 
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1. Proponent 

 Escrow Account.  Proponent shall, within thirty (30) days of execution of this Implementation 
Agreement, deposit a total of Eight Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety-six Dollars and 90/100 
($8,796.90) into an escrow account managed by LH Title Company, Inc. (“Escrow Holder”).    In 
the event that the funding deposited  by Proponent into the Escrow Account is insufficient to 
acquire the required 3.0 acres of replacement habitat, Proponent agrees to deposit with Escrow 
Holder additional funds in an amount not to exceed Three Hundred Dollars ($300.00), to 
implement the terms of this Agreement.  

  
Proponent shall wire transfer the funding required under this Agreement 
as follows: 
 
Account Holder:LH Title Company, Inc. Escrow Account 
 
Account No.:0005692067 
 
ABA No.:252073018 
 
Bank Name:Provident Bank of Maryland 
Baltimore, MD 21202 
 
Amount:$8,796.90 (U.S. Dollars) 
 
Reference: Escrow #DTPC-052605-TD 
  

(a) Escrow Instructions.  Proponent shall execute escrow instructions as 
required by Escrow Holder to release funds in accordance with the 
following guidelines provided that DTPC have fulfilled their respective 
duties hereafter described: 

(i) Acquisition Fund.  An amount not to exceed six Thousand Dollars 
($6,000.00) ($2,000.00 per acre), will be released by Escrow 
Holder to pay for the purchase price, outstanding taxes and other 
liens and encumbrances, escrow fees, title fees, property 
analyses, surveys and assessments, and documentary and 
recording fees of replacement habitat identified by DTPC and 
approved by CDFG.  DTPC shall, prior to requesting a release of 
funds, submit to CDFG for approval a “Proposed Lands for 
Acquisition Form” (“PLFAF”) as described in Exhibit “A”, an 
Estimated Closing Statement, a Preliminary Title Report, and 
Conservation Easement Deed or Restrictive Covenant as 
described in Exhibit “B” to CDFG for approval.  Upon Escrow 
Holder’s receipt of CDFG’s written approval of the above-
described documents, Escrow Holder shall release the acquisition 
funds as described.  DTPC shall be permitted to offer a 
Conservation Easement or Restrictive Covenant interest in any 
qualified Mohave ground squirrel habitat or habitat lands within the 
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Desert Tortoise Research and Natural Area and DTRNA 
Expansion Area that it has previously acquired to satisfy part or all 
of its acquisition duties. 

In the event that there exist excess funds in the Acquisition Fund 
after 3.0 acres of replacement habitat have been acquired 
(“Surplus Funds”), Proponent shall authorize such Surplus Funds 
to be allocated to the Enhancement Fund described in Section 
III –A, Paragraph 1(a)(ii). 

(ii) Enhancement Fund.  Seven Hundred Sixty Dollars and 14/100 
($760.14) ($253.38 per acre), in addition to any Surplus Funds not 
expended under the Acquisition Fund, will be released by Escrow 
Holder upon satisfactory evidence that DTPC has acquired the 
required 3.0 acres of replacement habitat.  The DTPC shall 
designate such funds under its own accounts for expenses related 
to the short-term enhancement of the replacement habitat. 

(iii) Management Fund.  Two Thousand Thirty-six Dollars and 76/100 
($2,036.76) ($678.92 per acre), will be released by Escrow Holder 
upon satisfactory evidence that DTPC has acquired the required 
3.0 acres of replacement habitat.  The DTPC shall designate such 
funds under its own accounts for expenses related to the long-
term management of the replacement habitat. 

(iv) Close of Escrow.  Upon receipt of all documentation and release 
of funds required by Section III - A, Paragraphs 1(a)(i),1(a)(ii) and 
1(a)(iii), Escrow Holder shall close the escrow. 

(b) Proponent shall, prior to undertaking any activities that are inconsistent 
with or materially differ from the terms and conditions of the respective 
Incidental Take Permit, consult with and obtain the approval of the CDFG. 

(c) Proponent shall cooperate and maintain open communication with the 
CDFG and DTPC to carry out the terms and conditions of the respective 
Incidental Take Permit. 

2. DTPC 

(a) DTPC shall, prior to entering into a Purchase Agreement with willing-
sellers of replacement habitat, submit to CDFG a Proposed Lands for 
Acquisition Form (PLFAF) as exemplified by Exhibit “A” of this 
Agreement.  The Parties agree that CDFG reserves sole discretion to 
approve or disapprove of replacement habitat identified by DTPC for any 
reason. 

(b) DTPC shall within the deadlines set forth under Paragraph II.B. of this 
Agreement, identify and acquire fee title to or tender already acquired 
replacement habitat comprising 3.0 acres of replacement habitat within 
the federally-designated Desert Tortoise Research and Natural Area 
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(DTRNA) and/or the DTRNA Expansion Area as compensation for the 
loss of habitat comprising the Project Sites. 

(c) DTPC shall, within 365 days following the issuance of the respective 
Incidental Take Permit, convey to the State of California a Conservation 
Easement Deed or record a Restrictive Covenant in the 3.0 acres of 
replacement habitat in a form and manner acceptable to the State of 
California. The documents conveying such interests in lands and the 
conditions of title shall be approved prior to acceptance by the Lands and 
Facilities Branch of the CDFG and the Office of General Counsel of the 
CDFG.  A copy of the proposed Conservation Easement Deed is attached 
as Exhibit “B.”  If DTPC elects to record a Restrictive Covenant the terms 
and conditions thereof shall be consistent with that of the Conservation 
Easement appended as Exhibit “B”. 

(d) DTPC shall use the funds received from Proponent, or its designees, 
solely for the purposes described in Section III – A, Paragraphs 1(a)(i), 
(a)(ii), and (a)(iii) of this Agreement. 

(e) DTPC shall provide a report to Proponent from time to time and upon 
request by CDFG or Proponent, that accounts for any expenditures of the 
funds received per Section III - A, Paragraphs 1(a)(i), (a)(ii), and (a)(iii). 

(f) DTPC shall, prior to undertaking any activities that  are inconsistent with 
or materially differ from the terms and conditions of the Incidental Take 
Permit consult with and obtain approval from the CDFG. 

(g) DTPC shall, as authorized agent for Proponent, carry out the terms and 
conditions of the Incidental Take Permit related to the acquisition, short-
term enhancement, and long-term management of the replacement 
habitat.  All actions related to short-term enhancement and long-term 
management of the replacement habitat shall be consistent with, unless 
otherwise agreed to by all Parties, the DTPC’s Management Plan for the 
DTRNA and Adjacent Areas appended to this Agreement as Exhibit “C”. 

B. FUNDING OF THE IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT 

1. Proponent 

(a) Shall deposit  Eight Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety-six Dollars and 
90/100 ($8,796.90) into the Escrow Account identified in Section III-A 
Paragraph 1 of this Agreement, to implement the terms of the Incidental 
Take Permit. 

(b) In the event that the funding deposited  by Proponent into the Escrow 
Account is insufficient to acquire the required 3.0 acres of replacement 
habitat, Proponent agrees to deposit with Escrow Holder additional funds 
in an amount not exceed Three Hundred Dollars ($300.00), to implement 
the terms of this Agreement.  
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2. DTPC 

(a) Shall, as authorized agent for Proponent, expend the funding provided by 
Proponent in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement to 
implement the terms of the Incidental Take Permit. 

(b) In the event that the funding furnished by Proponent to Escrow Holder for 
land acquisition under Section III, Paragraph 1(a)(i) exceeds that 
necessary to acquire 3.0 acres, DTPC shall designate such Surplus 
Funds in its short-term enhancement account described in Section III - A, 
Paragraph 1(a)(ii). 

3. Project Account 

(a) DTPC shall establish a special project account (Project Account) with an 
appropriate financial institution to manage any funds remitted to it under 
Section III - A, Paragraphs 1(a)(ii) and 1(a)(iii). 

IV. 
REMEDIES AND ENFORCEMENT 

A. REMEDIES IN GENERAL 

Except as set forth hereinafter, each Party hereto shall have all of the remedies available in 
equity and at law to enforce the terms of this Agreement and the Incidental Take Permit and to 
seek remedies and compensation for any breach thereof, consistent with and subject to the 
following: 

1. Land Owner’s Liability 

DTPC shall retain whatever liability it possesses as an owner of interests in land.  Prior to 
acquisition of replacement habitat, DTPC shall perform due diligence assessments for 
hazardous materials and other hazards affecting the property. 

2. Injunctive and Temporary Relief 

The Parties acknowledge that injunctive and temporary relief may be appropriate in certain 
instances involving a breach of this Agreement. 

 

V.  
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

A. AMENDMENTS 

1. Amendments to the Implementation Agreement 
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Except as otherwise set forth herein, this Agreement may be amended only with the written 
consent of each of the Parties hereto. 

2. Amendments to the Incidental Take Permit 

In the event that the Incidental Take Permit are or is altered, modified, or amended, Proponent 
shall notify DTPC of such changes within five (5) days of Proponent’s receipt of a notice.    

B. NO PARTNERSHIP 

Except as otherwise expressly set forth herein, neither this Agreement nor the Incidental Take 
Permits shall make or be deemed to make any Party to this Agreement the agent for or the 
partner of any other Party. 

C. SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS 

This Agreement and each of its covenants and conditions shall be binding on and shall benefit 
the Parties hereto and their respective successors and assigns. 

D. NOTICE 

Any notice permitted or required by this Agreement shall be deemed delivered to the Parties 
given five (5) days after deposit in the United States mail, certified and postage prepaid, return 
receipt requested, and addressed as follows or at such other address as any Party may from 
time to time specify to the other Parties in writing: 

PROPONENT 
 
County of Los Angeles 
Director of Parks and Recreation 
433 S. Vermont Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90020 
 
With a Copy to: 
 
County Counsel 
County of Los Angeles 
500 West Temple Street, Suite 648 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
CDFG 
 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
Attn:  Curt Taucher, Regional Manager 
330 Golden Shore, Suite 250 
Long Beach, California 90802 
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
Office of General Counsel 
1416 Ninth Street, 12th Floor 
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
Attn:  Habitat Conservation Planning Branch 
1416 Ninth Street, 1260 
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
Attn:  Scott Harris 
1508 North Harding Avenue 
Pasadena, California 91104 
 
DTPC 
 
DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC. 
President of the Board 
4067 Mission Inn Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92501 

With copy to Authorized Agent: 
 
LEE LAW FIRM 
Attn:  Jun Y. Lee, Esq. 
1952 Gallows Road, Suite 303 
Vienna, VA  22182 
 
E. ENTIRE AGREEMENT 

This Agreement supersedes any and all other agreements, either oral or in writing among the 
Parties hereto with respect to the subject matter hereof and contains all of the covenants and 
agreements among them with respect to said matters, and each Party acknowledges that no 
representation, inducement, promise, or agreement, oral or otherwise, has been made that is 
not embodied herein. 

F. ATTORNEY'S FEES 

Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, if any action at law or equity, including any 
action for declaratory relief, is brought to enforce or interpret the provisions of this Agreement, 
each Party to the litigation shall bear its own attorney's fees and costs. 

G. DUPLICATE ORIGINALS 

This Agreement may be executed in any number of duplicate originals.  A complete original of 
this Agreement shall be maintained in the official records of each of the Parties thereto. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE PARTIES HERETO have executed this Implementation 
Agreement to be in effect as of the date last signed below. 

BY: 
 
______________________________________________  
Mark Hagan, President 
DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC. 
A California Public Benefit Corporation 

DATE: 
 
__________________

 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 

BY: 
 
______________________________________________  
 
Russ Guiney 
Director of Parks and Recreation 
 

DATE: 
 
__________________

 



Exhibit “A” 
 

PROPOSED LANDS FOR ACQUISITION FORM ("PLFAF")
 
         Date:  __________ 
TO:   CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 

Attn:  Scott Harris 
1508 North Harding Avenue 
Pasadena, California 91104 

BY: DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC. 

LEE LAW FIRM 
Attn:  Jun Y. Lee, Esq. 
1952 Gallows Road, Suite 303 
Vienna, VA  22182 

 
DTPC, on behalf of Applicant County of Los Angeles, proposes that the following parcels 
of land be considered for approval by the Department as suitable for purposes of 
mitigation of the adverse environmental impacts of the Project:  
______________________________________________________ 
 

[SEE ATTACHED PROPERTY DESCRIPTIONS AND MAPS] 
 
Current Legal Owner:
 
 
Please Check One:
 
[      ] This parcel is located within the Desert Tortoise Research & Natural Area  

(DTRNA) 
[ ] This parcel is located within the DTRNA Expansion Area 
[ ] This parcel is NOT located within the Desert Tortoise Natural Area 
 
Explanation:
 
All proposed replacement habitat parcels are located within the Desert Tortoise 
Research & Natural Area which is managed under the Sikes Act Management Plan 
among the DTPC, Inc., Bureau of Land Management, and the California Department of 
Fish and Game.   Habitat within the DTRNA is highly fragmented (subdivided) areas 
which are of high acquisition priority. 
 
APPROVED: [ ] By:________________________Date:______________ 
REJECTED: [ ] By:________________________Date:______________ 
 
Explanation: 



Exhibit “B” 
 
RECORDING REQUESTED BY:        
   
DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE    
COMMITTEE, INC.      
4067 Mission Inn Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92501    
        
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO:    
        
STATE OF CALIFORNIA     
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
Habitat Conservation Planning Branch 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1260 
Sacramento, CA  95814     
______________________________________________________________________ 
 

CONSERVATION EASEMENT DEED 
 
THIS CONSERVATION EASEMENT DEED is made this _____th day of ___________, 
200__ by the Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, Incorporated, a California Tax-
Exempt Charitable Corporation (Grantor), in favor of the State of California,(Grantee). 
 
WITNESSETH: 
 
 WHEREAS, the Grantor is the sole owner in fee simple of certain real property in 
the County of Kern, State of California, more particularly described in Exhibit “A” 
attached hereto and incorporated by this reference (the "Property"); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Property possesses wildlife and native habitat values 
(collectively, “conservation values”) of great importance to Grantor, the people of Kern 
County and the people of the State of California; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the property provides high quality habitat for the desert tortoise and 
Mohave ground squirrel, both species which are protected under the California 
Endangered Species Act of 1984, as amended; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the California Department of Fish and Game has, pursuant to the 
Fish and Game Code section 1802, jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and 
management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and the habitat necessary for biologically 
sustainable populations of those species; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Grantor intends to convey to Grantee the right to preserve and 
protect the conservation values of the Property in perpetuity; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Grantee agrees by accepting this grant to honor the intentions of 
Grantor stated herein and to preserve and to protect in perpetuity the conservation 
values of the Property in accordance with the terms of this Conservation Easement for 
the benefit of this generation and the generations to come; 
 



 WHEREAS, the Property was acquired, enhanced, and is and will be managed in 
perpetuity pursuant to the replacement habitat requirements under California 
Department of Fish and Game Incidental Take Permit ___________________ issued to 
County of Los Angeles; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above and the mutual covenants, 
terms, conditions, and restrictions contained herein, and pursuant to the laws of 
California and Civil Code section 815, et seq., Grantor hereby voluntarily grants and 
conveys to Grantee a Conservation Easement in perpetuity over the Property of the 
nature and character and to the extent hereinafter set forth (“Easement”). 
 
 1.  Purpose.  It is the purpose of this Easement to assure that the Property will be 
retained forever in a natural condition and to prevent any use of the Property that will 
significantly impair or interfere with the conservation values of the Property.  Grantor 
intends that this Easement will confirm the use of the Property to such activities, 
including without limitation, those involving the preservation and enhancement of native 
species and their habitat in a manner consistent with the habitat conservation purposes 
of this Easement. 
 
 2.  Rights of Grantee.  To accomplish the purpose of this Easement the following 
rights are conveyed to Grantee by this Easement: 
 
  (a)  To preserve and protect the conservation values of the Property;  
 
  (b)  To enter upon the Property at reasonable times in order to monitor 
Grantor’s compliance with and to otherwise enforce the terms of this Easement; 
provided that Grantee shall not unreasonably interfere with Grantor’s use and quiet 
enjoyment of the Property; and  
 
  (c)To prevent any activity on or use of the Property that is inconsistent 
with the habitat conservation purposes of this easement and to require the restoration of 
such areas or features of the Property that may be damaged by any inconsistent activity 
or use. 
 
  (d)  All unreserved mineral, water, and air rights required to protect and to 
sustain the biological resources of the Property. 
 
  (e)  All present and future development rights. 
 
 3.  Prohibited Uses.  Any activity on or use of the Property inconsistent with the 
habitat conservation purposes of this Easement is prohibited.  Without limiting the 
generality of the foregoing, unseasonable watering, use of herbicides, rodenticides, fire 
protection activities incompatible with the health and safety of flora and fauna occurring 
on the Property and any and all other uses which may adversely effect the preservation 
purposes of this Easement are prohibited.  Grantor shall undertake all reasonable 
actions to prevent the unlawful entry and trespass by persons whose activities may 
degrade or harm the biological values of the land.  Grantor shall not authorize the use by 
Grantor, Grantor’s agents, or any third party of off-road vehicles, grazing or surface entry 
for exploration or extraction of minerals. 
 



 4.  Reserved Rights.  Grantor reserves to itself, and to its personal 
representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns, all rights accruing from its ownership of 
the Property, including the right to engage in or permit or invite others to engage in all 
uses of the Property that are not prohibited herein and are not inconsistent with the 
purpose of this Easement. 
 
 5.  Grantee’s Remedies.  If Grantee determines that Grantor is in violation of the 
terms of this Easement or that a violation is threatened, Grantee shall give written notice 
to Grantor of such violation and demand corrective action sufficient to cure the violation 
and, where the violation involves injury to the Property resulting from an use or activity 
inconsistent with the purpose of this Easement, to restore the portion of the Property so 
injured.  If Grantor fails to cure the violation within fifteen (15) days after receipt of notice 
thereof from Grantee, or under circumstances where the violation cannot reasonably be 
cured within a fifteen (15) day period, fail to begin curing such violation with the fifteen 
(15) day period, or fail to continue to diligently cure such violation until finally cured, 
Grantee may bring an action at law or in equity in a court of competent jurisdiction to 
enforce the terms of this Easement, to enjoin the violation, ex parte as necessary, by 
temporary or permanent injunction, to recover any damages to which it may be entitled 
for violation of the terms of this Easement or injury to any conservation values protected 
by this Easement, including damages for the loss of scenic, aesthetic, or environmental 
values, and to require the restoration of the Property to the condition that existed prior to 
any such injury.  Without limiting Grantor’s liability therefor, Grantee, in its sole 
discretion, may apply any damages recovered to the cost of undertaking any corrective 
action on the Property.  If Grantee, in its sole discretion, determines that circumstances 
required immediate action to prevent or mitigate significant damage to the conservation 
values of the Property, Grantee may pursue its remedies under this paragraph without 
prior notice to Grantor or without waiting for the period provided for cure to expire.  
Grantee’s rights under this paragraph apply equally in the event of either actual or 
threatened violations of the terms of this Easement, and Grantor agrees that Grantee’s 
remedies at law for any violation of the terms of this Easement are inadequate and that 
Grantee shall be entitled to the injunctive relief described in this paragraph, both 
prohibitive and mandatory, in addition to such other relief to which Grantee may be 
entitled, including specific performance of the terms of this Easement, without the 
necessity of proving either actual damages or the inadequacy of otherwise available 
legal remedies.  Grantee’s remedies described in this paragraph shall be cumulative and 
shall be in addition to all remedies now or hereafter existing at law or in equity.  
Furthermore, the provisions of Civil Code section 815, et seq., are incorporated herein 
by this reference and this grant is made subject to all of the rights and remedies set forth 
therein.  If at any time in the future Grantor or any subsequent transferee uses or 
threatens to use such lands for purposes not in conformance with the stated 
conservation purposes contained herein, notwithstanding Civil Code section section 815 
et seq., the California Attorney General or third-party entities organized for conservation 
purposes and have standing as interested parties may institute legal proceedings to 
enforce this Easement. 
 
 5.1  Costs of Enforcement.  Any costs incurred by Grantee in enforcing the terms 
of this Easement against Grantor, including, without limitation, costs of suit and 
attorney’s fees, and any costs of restoration necessitated by Grantor’s violation or 
negligence under the terms of this Easement shall be borne by Grantor. 
 



 5.2  Grantee’s Discretion.  Enforcement of the terms of this Easement shall be at 
the discretion of Grantee, and any forbearance by Grantee to exercise its rights under 
this Easement in the event of any breach of any term of this Easement by Grantor shall 
not be deemed or construed to be a waiver by Grantee of such term or of any 
subsequent breach of the same or any other term of this Easement or of any of 
Grantee’s rights under this Easement.  No delay or omission by Grantee in the exercise 
of any right or remedy upon any breach by Grantor shall impair such right or remedy or 
be construed as a waiver. 
 
 5.3  Acts Beyond Grantor’s Control.  Nothing contained in this Easement shall be 
construed to entitle Grantee to bring any action against Grantor for any injury to or 
change in the property resulting from causes beyond Grantor’s control, including, without 
limitation, fire, flood, storm, and earth movement, or from any prudent action taken by 
Grantor under emergency conditions to prevent, abate, or mitigate significant injury to 
the Property resulting from such causes. 
 
 6. Fence Installation and Maintenance.  Grantor shall continue to maintain, on its 
own or in cooperation with federal, state, and local government agencies and/or other 
entities, a protective perimeter fence around the Desert Tortoise Research and Natural 
Area (DTRNA) within which the Property is located to protect the conservation purposes 
contained in this Easement.  
 
 7.  Access.  This Easement does not convey a general right of access to the 
public, however, access for scientific research and interpretive purposes shall be 
reserved to the Grantee or its designees. 
 
 8.  Costs of Liabilities.  Grantor retains all responsibilities and shall bear all costs 
and liabilities of any kind including transfer costs, costs of title and documentation 
review, expenses incurred from other state agency reviews, and costs related to the 
ownership, operation, upkeep, and maintenance of the Property. 
 
 8.1  Taxes.  Grantor shall pay before delinquency, all taxes, assessments, fees, 
and charges of whatever description levied on or assessed against the Property 
(collectively “taxes”), by a competent authority, including any taxes imposed upon, or 
incurred as a result of, this Easement, and shall furnish Grantee with satisfactory 
evidence of payment upon request. 
 
 8.2  Hold Harmless.  Grantor shall hold harmless, indemnify, and defend Grantee 
and its members, directors, officers, employees, agents, and contractors and the 
successors and assigns of each of them (collectively “Indemnified Parties”) from and 
against all liabilities, penalties, costs, losses, damages, expenses, cause of action, 
claims, demands, or judgments, including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees, 
arising from or in any way connected with (1) injury to or death of any person, or physical 
damages to any property, resulting from any act, omission, condition, or other matter 
related to or occurring on or about the Property, regardless of cause, unless due to the 
negligence of any of the Indemnified Parties; (2) the obligations specified in paragraphs 
7, 8, and 8.1; and (3) the existence or administration of this Easement. 
 
 8.3  Condemnation.  The habitat conservation purposes are presumed to be the 
best and most necessary public use as defined at CCP section 1240.680 
notwithstanding CCP sections 1240.690 and 1240.700. 



 
 9.  Assignment.  This Easement is transferable, but Grantee may assign its rights 
and obligations under this Easement only to an organization that is a qualified 
organization at the time of transfer under section 170(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954, as amended (or any successor provision then applicable), and the applicable 
regulations promulgated thereunder, and authorized to acquire and hold conservation 
easements under Civil Code section 815, et seq. (or any successor provision then 
applicable).  As a condition of such transfer, Grantee shall require that the conservation 
purposes that this grant is intended to advance continue to be carried out and notice of 
such restrictions shall be recorded in the county where the Property is located. 
 
 10.  Subsequent Transfers.  Grantor agrees to incorporate the terms of this 
Easement in any deed or other legal instrument by which they divest themselves of any 
interest in all or any portion of the Property, including, without limitation, a leasehold 
interest.  Grantor further agrees to give written notice to Grantee of this intent to transfer 
of any interest at least fifteen (15) days prior to the date of such transfer.  Grantee shall 
have the right to approve all subsequent transfers to insure that all subsequent claimants 
or transfers have notice of the included restrictions.  The failure of Grantor to perform 
any act required by this paragraph shall not impair the validity of this Easement or limit 
its enforceability in any way. 
 
 11.  Estoppel Certificates.  Upon request by Grantee, Grantor shall within fifteen 
(15) days execute and deliver to Grantee any document, including estoppel certificate, 
which certifies Grantor’s compliance with any obligation of Grantor contained in this 
Easement and otherwise evidences the status of this Easement as may be requested by 
Grantee. 
 
 12.  Notices.  Any notice, demand, request, consent, approval, or communication 
that either party desires or is required to give to the other shall be in writing and either 
served personally or sent by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows; or to 
such other address as either party from time to time shall designate by written notice to 
the other: 
 
 
 To Grantor:    
 

President 
 Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee, Inc. 
 4067 Mission Inn Avenue 

Riverside, CA  92501   
 
 To Grantee:  

 
State of California 
Department of Fish and Game 
Habitat Conservation Planning Branch 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1260 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
State of California 
Department of Fish and Game 



Office of General Counsel 
1416 Ninth Street, 12th Floor 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

 
 13.  Recordation.  Grantor shall promptly record this instrument in the official 
records of Kern County, California and immediately notify the Grantee through the 
mailing of a conformed copy of the recorded easement.  Grantee may re-record it any 
time as may be required to preserve its rights in this Easement. 
 
 14.  General Provisions. 
 
  (a)  Controlling Law.  The interpretation and performance of this 
Easement shall be governed by the laws of the State of California. 
 
  (b)  Liberal Construction.  Any general rule of construction to the contrary 
notwithstanding, this Easement shall be liberally construed in favor of the grant to effect 
the purpose of this Easement and the policy and purpose of Civil Code section 815, et 
seq.  If any provision in this instrument is found to be ambiguous, an interpretation 
consistent with the purposes of this Easement that would render the provision valid shall 
be favored over any interpretation that would render it invalid. 
 
  (c)  Severability.  If any provision of this Easement, or the application 
thereof to any person or circumstances, is found to be invalid, the remainder of the 
provisions of this Easement, or the application of such provision to person or 
circumstances other than those to which it is found to be invalid, as the case may be, 
shall not be affected thereby. 
 
  (d)  Entire Agreement.  This instrument sets forth the entire agreement of 
the parties with respect to the Easement and supersedes all prior discussions, 
negotiations, understandings, or agreements related to the Easement, all of which are 
merged herein. 
 
  (e)  No Forfeiture.  Nothing contained herein will result in a forfeiture or 
reversion of Grantor’s title in any respect. 
 
  (f)  Successors.  The Covenants, terms, conditions, and restrictions of this 
Easement shall be binding upon, and inure to the benefit of, the parties hereto and their 
respective personal representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns and shall continue 
as a servitude running in perpetuity with the Property. 
 
  (g)  Captions.  The captions of this instrument have been inserted solely 
for convenience of reference and are not part of this instrument and shall have no effect 
upon construction or interpretation. 
 
  (h)  Counterparts.  The parties may execute this instrument in two or 
more counterparts, which shall, in the aggregate, be signed by both parties; each 
counterpart shall be deemed an original instrument as against any party who has signed 
it.  In the event of any disparity between the counterparts produced, the recorded 
counterpart shall be controlling. 
 



 IN WITNESS WHEREOF Grantor and Grantee have entered into this Easement 
the day and year first above written. 
 
GRANTOR:      
 
DESERT TORTOISE PRESERVE COMMITTEE, INC. 
4067 Mission Inn Avenue 
Riverside, CA  92501   
 
 
BY:_____________________________ 
    Mark Hagan, President 
 
GRANTEE: 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 
BY:_____________________________        
NAME:__________________________ 
ITS:_____________________________ 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
By:______________________________ 
   General Counsel 
   California Department of Fish and Game 
 



EXHIBIT “A” 
 
THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN IS SITUATED IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
COUNTY OF KERN, CITY OF CALIFORNIA CITY, AND IS DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 
 
[LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK PENDING RECEIPT OF TITLE REPORT, LEGAL 
DESCRIPTIONS, AND PLAT MAPS] 
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